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I . I NTRODUC TI O:N 
A. THE PUHPOSE OF THE GOSPEL WRITERS 
I. INTRODUCTION 
A. THE PURPOSE OF THE GOSPEL WRITERS 
The Gospels are not primarily biographies or chron-
cles, or pieces of literature. They are primarily reli-
gious confessions. Their chief purpose was not to present 
the facts of Jesus; life but to win men to the Jesus way 
of living. They were Je1;3us propaganda. "The Gospels were 
written first and foremost for edification--to supply the 
need of the community which grounded its faith on the words, 
deeds, and sufferings of Jesus, and which could not let the 
recollection of these things--the basis of its existence--
be covered up or dimmed. The object of the Gospels was to 
arouse and keep for ever living the faith in Jesus Christ, 
to be a substitute for, or perhaps an accompaniment to, 
the personal preaching of the missionary, and they were 
also of great use to the primitive Christian in apology 
and controversy."l 
Each Gospel was propaganda prepared and presented in 
its peculiar way, dominated by one purpose shared by the 
others but colored by the personality of the writer and by 
__.-
the problem he faced in his work. 
1 
Julicher, A., 11 An Introduction to the New Testament," 
llll· 294 f. 
1 
B. THE METHOD OF l!ATTHEW IN CARR~ING OUT HIS PURPOSE 
1. "That it might 
be fulfilled." 
The dominant purpose, then, of 
Matthew's Gospel was to win men to 
the .Jesus way of living. The method the author of Matthew 
used was the presentation of Jesus as the Messiah foretold 
in the Hebrew Scriptures. His own conviction that .Jesus 
was the Messiah, we shall see, must have rested upon what 
he knew about the life and character of .Jesus. But Matthew 
was a .Jew. He was writing to .Jews. The highest ideal Mat-
thew had had before he knew Jesus was the Messianic ideal. 
The Messiah was to be God·s presence in the world. The 
reason Matthew undertook to write a book was that he was 
convinced that .Jesus was God·s presence in the world: The 
details of .Jesus· life had not coincided with the details 
of the form of the Messianic hope which filled the minds 
of Matthew's generation. .Jesus• total life had not led to 
such a consummation as was expected from the Messiah by 
the people of Matthew's generation. The form of the Mes-
sianic hope of Matthew's generation was supposedly shaped 
by the prophetic writings of the Old Testament . The Old 
Testament was the highest authority the .Jews knew. It is 
not within the capacity of a twentieth century mind to con-
ceive of such authority as was represented by the Scrip-
tures in the first century. God Himself suggested no 
2 
higher authority than the writings which were His very 
words. 
11 To the pious Jew the utterances of the Prophets had 
very much the same place in their idea of the world as what 
we call the Laws of Nature have for us: they were things 
which had been formulated by men, yet they were not consti-
1 tuted by man, but by God." 
If Jesus was the Messiah--the presence of God among 
His people--Jesus must be in perfect accord with the old 
Scrip tures. We may wonder whether Matthew himself was so 
bound by the authoritarian conception of Scripture that he 
could not be satisfied in his own conviction of Jesus · 
Messiahship tmtil he had harmonized Jesus with prophecy. 
We know that Matthew knew that his readers would not be 
convinced of the God-authority of Jesus unless he was in 
proved harmony with God's written word. Matthew turned to 
God's written word to read it with Jesus before his mind. 
To his joy he found in the old writings many phrases and 
many whole sentences, hitherto unnoticed by him, which re-
minded him of incidents in Jesus' life. He set to work to 
weave those passages into a book about Jesus. 
"It was the first duty of Christian theology to find 
out Old Testament prophecies according to which the Mes-
siah must suff er and die, and this task was begun even 
1Burkitt, F. C., "The Gospel History and Its Transmission," 
p. 201. 
3 
before the conversion of Paul . The second would then nat-
urally follow--that of collecting together the remaining 
prophecies concerning Christ and demonstrating their con-
f ormity with the actual history of Jesus. Here it would, 
of course, be a ll-important to refute the calumnies of the 
Jews against Jesus and their attacks upon his Messiahship 
by the words of Scripture; hence we have 26.15 and 27.9 in 
justification of the Judas ep isode--Zechariah had foretold 
it all , down to the very details."l 
"That Jesus was the Jewish Messiah; that is, the one 
foretold by the prophets, was a cardinal principle in the 
circle of ideas under consideration. 1'his was not held as 
a self-evident article of faith but as a doctrine which re-
quired proof, since, in fact, nothing could be more incon-
gruous · with the Jewish conception of the Messiah than was 
the entire earthly f ortune of Jesus. Accordingly, since 
no proof could be more e f fective for a Jew than tha t derived 
from his sacred books, passages were found in the Old Testa-
ment which, when trea ted by the methods of interpre tation 
then in vogue, could easily be made to yield the desired 
confirmation. The predominant tendency to establish this 
doctrine distinguishes the first Gospel which shows an ex-
tensive perversion of the Old Testament texts in this in-
terest .... 
1 Julicher:, A., "An Introduction to the New Testament," 
pp. 310 f. 
4 
"A Messiah who should be a great spiritual teacher 
and die for his convictions remained unintelligible to the 
Jewish mind, although the tradition clearly presents such 
a view as that of Jesus himself. A suffering and crucified 
Messiah could only be accepted after it had been shown by 
a rabbinical exegesis that what had happened to him had 
been intended in the divine counsel, and foretold by the 
1 prophets." 
Matthew was convinced that to make the people in whom 
he was interested accept the ideal set up by Jesus he must 
prove that Jesus was the fulfilment of Old Testament proph-
ecy. "He is not especially concerned to paint the most 
lifeliLe picture possible of Jesus of Nazareth as He walked 
the earth in what was , even when M:a t thew wrote, a past age. 
His aim rather is to show forth the real significance of 
one who had come in the fullness of time, fulfilling the 
ancient words of prophecy, proving Himself thereby to be 
the legitimate King and Lawgiver of the New Nation which 
is the true Israel of God. 112 
Matthew's stock phrase was 11 that it might be fulfilled." 
He studied the material he had on the life of Jesus and he 
studied his Scriptures. With loving, painstaking care he 
1 Cone, Orello, "The Goa. Hist. and Its Earliest Interpre-
tation," pp. 141-144. 2Burkitt, F. C., 11 The Gos. Hist. and Its Transmission, 11 p. 188. 
5 
drew out of the Scriptures every word and phrase that seemed 
to him to fit into the stories about Jesus. Over forty 
times he introduced quotations from his beloved sacred 
. t• 1 wr~ ~ngs. 
"Jesus, the true Messiah, born and trained under the 
Jewish law, and yet Lord of a church whose inward faith, 
organization, prncedure, and world-wide scope transcended 
the legal limitations of Judaism--this is the dominant con-
ception of :r..iatthew' s Gospel from beginning to end. The 
book is compiled from at least two sources, and their dif-
ferent nuances are more than once unmistakable; but these 
discrepancies and variations do not b1ur the final impres-
sion made by the writer's clear-cut purpose. He wishes to 
show that, in spite of the contemporary rupture between 
Judaism and Christianity, there has been a divine continu-
ity realised in the origin and issues of faith in Jesus as 
ijhe Christ. (a) Thou shalt call his name Jesus, for he 
shall save his People from their sins. That people is no 
longer Israel (cp. 21.43), but a wider community. (b) A 
greater than the temple is here, one who is also (c) the 
promulgator of a new Law which transcends the old (cp. 
5.17 f, 28.20). The three sacred possessions of JUdaism 
1 The authorship of the fi1·st Gospel is not discussed 
i n this paper . To avoid awkward phrases li!Ia tthevr' s name 
is used. 
6 
have thus :passed into higher uses, as a result of the life 
of Jesus the Christian Messiah. It is lllatthew · s aim to 
justify this transition by showing from the life of Jesus 
how it was not the claim of a heretical sect who misread 
the Bible by the light of their own :presumptuousness, but 
the ree,liza tion of a divine :purpose. and the verification 
of divine :prophecies in the sphere of history." 1 
2. The Kingdom. Prominence is given by Matthew 
to the idea of a Kingdom of Heaven, and in Matthew Jesus 
appears from the beginning as the Messiah who is to be the 
head of that kingdom. The kingdom is a Jewi sh kingdom but 
it is to become universal; hence the double strain in the 
uospel: on the one h~d Jewish favoritism \10.5 f; 15.24), 
and on the other hand the insistence on the universal char-
acter of Christianity l8.10 f. ). "Apparently one of t he 
chie f aims of t h e author was to demonstrate that Jesus and 
his work were t he fulfilment of the older Messianic proph-
ecies ... . 1 t is clear that the Gospel of r...ratthew aims :pri-
marily to prove that Jesus is the promised :Messiah, not only 
of t h e Jews, but of all t he human race, and to establish 
the fact that his kingdom is universal. n 2 
~Ilo ffatt, J., 11 An Intro. to the Lit. of the N. T.," p. 244. 
Kent, C. F., "The Li f e and 'l'eachings of Jesus," p. 14 . 
7 
Matthew is "the most national and most retrospective, 
1 
the most universal and most prophetic." ' 
. 3. neverence for the 
character of Jesus . 
One characteristic of the 
Gospel according to Matthew 
which must influence the study of Jesus as the fuessiah is 
the author's reverence for the character of Jesus and his 
consequent tendency to describe Jesus as farther removed 
from the human sphere than Jesus appears to be in Mark's 
Gospel. Matthew omits such words or passa ges as "And he 
strictly charged him11 (Mk. 1.43); "And when he had look ed 
round about on them with anger, being grieved at the harden-
ing of their heart"(Mk. 3.5); "And when his f r iends heard 
it, t hey went out to lay hold on him: for they said, He 
is beside himself " (Mk. 3.21); "He was moved with indigna-
tion" (10.14); "He sighed deeply in his spirit" (Mk. 8.12); 
"Looking upon him l nved him" (Mk. 10.21). Matthew changes 
"Good Teacher, what shall I do that I may inherit eternal 
lif e? And Jesus said unto him, Vfuy callest thou me good? 
none is good save one, even God" (Mk 10.17 f) to "Teacher, 
what good thing shall I do, that I may have eternal life? 
And he said unto him, Why askest thou me concerning that 
which is good ? One there is who is good: but if. ... " {Jiit. 
19.16 f.). :Matthew changes "We heard him say, I will 
1 Carr, A. , liia t thew, Cambridge jji ble, p. 9. 
8 
destroy this temple that is made with hands, and in three 
days I will build another made without hands" (Mk. 14.58) 
to "But afterward came two, e..nd said, This man said, I am 
able to destroy the temple of God, and to build it in 
three days." (Mt. 26.60b,61). Matthew changes "began to 
be greatly amazed 11 _ (Mk . 14 . 33) to "began to be so r rovvful 
and sore troubled. 11 (Mt. 26 .37). 
Matthew also omits questions which seem to imply ig-
norance on the part of Christ: "Vlhat is thy name ?" (Mk . 
5.9); "Who touched my garments?" (5.30 ); "How many loaves 
have _ye ?" (6.38); "Seest thou aught? 11 t8.23); 11 What question 
ye with theli:.? " (9.16); "How long time is it since t h is hath 
come unto him?" (9.21); "What were ye reasoning in the 
way? 11 ( 9. 33) . 
The miraculous power of Jesus is heightened. Mark re-
ports, (1.34), "And he healed many that were sick with 
divers diseases, and cast out many demons;" Matthew reports, 
(8.16), "And he cast out the sp irits with a word, and healed 
all that were sick ." (Compare also l.ak . 9.20-26 with Mt. 
17.17-18). Matthew expands and makes more de f inite the 
prophetic power of Jesus. ( ~t. 7.15; 12.45; 21.43; 24.10; 
26.2) . 
9 
4. The words of Jesus. The Jesus of Matthew is 
an authorita t ive figure. Mark presented Jesus as a man 
having authority evidenced in his mi gh ty deeds. ~~tthew , 
the ecclesiastic, the didactic writer, presented J esus as 
a man having authority evidenced also i n his mighty words. 
I n a search f or t he rela tion of Jesus to the Messiani c hope 
of t he Jews a s viewed b y Matth ew one must consider care-
f ully t h e words of Jesus. 
10 
r 
C. THE LINE OF 'l'HOUGH1' TO BE PURSUED 
Matthew has been variously designated as the Gospel 
of the Church, the Gospel of the Teachings, and the Gospel 
of ..ifulfilment. From the aspect of the Messiahship of .Je-
sus, the Gospel is the Gospel of }ulfilment. Matthew built 
up his Gospel on the proposition that Jesus was the fulfil-
ment of Old Testament prophecy. Vfuat was the Old Testament 
Messianic prophecy? How did Matthew apply Old Testament 
texts in his effort to prove the Messiahship of Jesus? How 
did Jesus apply Old Testament texts to his own ministry, as 
he is reported by Matthew? Why did Matthew believe that 
Jesus was the Messiah? Each of these questions is now to 
be considered in turn. 
11 
II. BODY 
A. :MESS I ANIC PROPHECY 
A. MESSIANIC PHOPHECY 
1. Its significance in 
the religion of Israel. 
The Messianic hope was 
the distinctive characteristic 
of the religion of Israel. It gave to the Israelitish peo-
ple instead of the idea of recurring cycles common to other 
religions the idea of progress and development. The M:es-
sianic hope was the bearer of the ethical idealism which 
distinguished the Hebrew prophets from the prophets of all 
other religions. The Messianic hope was the element in 
the religion of Israel that made it possible for the proph-
ets to preserve the good character of Yahweh and to hold 
the people loyal to Him when the gods of the surrounding 
nations were being thrown to the rubbish heaps. For the 
Messianic hope included both suffering and glory, both pun-
ishment and victory. 11 Whether it pictured the reign of 
Yahweh or whether it looked for a son of David, the Mes-
sianic hope kept the Jews faithful to their religion and 
obedient to their law. 111 
Every great national disaster was thought to be the 
da~ming of the Day of Yahweh whose terrors were the prelude 
to a new a ge in which Yahweh would glorify His chosen ones. 
This prophetic idea remains to the present century. Every 
great calamity is looked upon by some group of people as 
1 Smith , H. P., "The Religion of Israel," p. 249. 
12 
ushering ~n - ~ ne~ age ~y sudden change. 
The Messianic hope centered about the idea of "new." 
Things were going to happen that had never happened before. 
Every prophet was pessimistic about his own age. The in-
stitutions of that age were to be destroyed completely. 
But the prophets were optimistic about the future. The 
shacks of the present were to be torn down not to leave the 
world in ruins but to make room for the mansions of a new 
age. 
2. Factors to be considered 
in interpreting Messianic 
prophecy. 
a. Physical and psychi-
cal laws of the prophets 
themselves. 
In studying Old 
Testament prophecy one 
must remember that the 
prophets wrote under the 
physical and psychical laws of their ovm being, that they 
saw a final goal without seeing all the intervening, modi-
fying circumstances, that the time sometimes seemed long 
to them, sometimes short, but that they knew not the actual 
1 
seasons. 
b. Dispensational 
language. 
One must remember that the 
predictions in the prophets are 
to be explained by considering the qualities of the proph-
ets and by considering the ages which they served. For each 
1Briggs, C. A., "Messianic :f?rophecy, 11 pp. 55-60. 
13 
:prophet served "th e present age." The Messianic hope was 
not a pragmatic doctrine. The prophets believed its objec-
tive reality with all their souls. But their preaching of 
it was part of their life passion for uplifting the ideals 
of the dark-eyed men and women who toiled and danced and 
prayed in the towns and country places of Israel and Judah. 
"The prophet was essentially a man of the :present, 
conditioned in his deliverances by the necessities of his 
time, to which he ap:plied general principles of truth, and 
only lifting the veil of the future when it was needful to 
cheer or soberise the hearts of his contemporaries by the 
sight of what should certainly come. 111 
"The language of the prophets is dispensational .... In 
all their statements about the kingdom of God, even when 
uttering the most spiritual and glorious truths regarding 
it, what they speak about is the kingdom of God in that 
form and in those relations in which it existed in their 
own day. 112 
"It cannot be shown that the prophets ever used the 
words Zion, Jerusalem, and the like, as mere symbols of the 
Church of God. In the prophetic Scriptures, these words 
have always their natural, local, material f orce,--the place 
of t h e Church of God. Nor can it be shown that the name 
1 
Davidson, A. B., "Old Testament Prophecy,'' p. 91. 
2 r, . d 167 0~ • , p. • 
14 
of any country, such as Edom or Egypt, had ever lost its 
natura l sense, and become a symbol for the world or the 
world-power, or for the enemies of the Church. These na-
tions .... were the world, the world-power; and, of course, 
the words connote this idea along with the literal one. 
But in the Old Testament prophets the words had never come 
to connote this idea merely. Such terms in the prophets 
are always to be taken in their literal, natural sense."l 
c. Changing conception 
of God. 
The Messianic prophecy 
was in each age _ influenced 
by the conception of God cherished by that age. The Mes-
sianic hope in its varied forms always embodied the ex-
pectation that some day Yahweh would Himself appear to His 
people and bless them with His personal presence. What 
Israel in any age thought God was, that sort of person 
was the Messiah in the Messianic hope of that age. What 
Israel in any age thought God's highest ambition f or His 
people was , that was the sort of Messianic kingdom in the 
hope of that age. As the conception of God changed from 
tribal deity to one God over all, from mighty king to father, 
from an anthropomorphic being to a transcendent God remote 
from His crea tion, the Messianic hope changed likewise. 2 
1 
Ibid. , p. 167. 
2
see A. C. Knudson's "The Religious Teach ing of the 0. T. 11 
chs. II to VIII for the changing concep tion of God. 
15 
, 
3. Br i ef sta tement of the 
origin of the Messianic 
ho pe. 
a. Date. 
There are many theories 
as to the origin of the 
Messianic hope in Israel 
both as to date and as to source. C. A. Briggs carries 
the Messianic ho pe back to the Garden of Eden. 1 . He would 
interpret Genesis 3.lo lJ, 850 B. C.) as the beginning of 
the Messianic hO J:.e. The passage is more generally con-
sidered a s an allusion to the natural enmity between man 
and the serpent. 
It has been the vogue in recent years to assume a late 
origin f or the 1vi:essianic hope. H. P . Smith refers to Eze-
kiel (592-570 B. C. ) as "the father of the Messianic ex-
pectation . "2 He assumes rather than.proves his point. 
Thu s he merely states, "On account of t h e overlaying of 
Isaiah's words with later material it is difficult to say 
whether h i s ho pe in the remnant ever assumed what we may 
ca ll Kess i anic form. Several chapters contained in his 
book g ive very definite expression to this hope, but the 
most of t hese are now conceded to be of later da te. They 
are inser t ions of an exilic writer who could not bear to 
leave the uncompromising threE;ts of the prophet unmodified 
by more hope f ul expressions." 3 Again4 he says of Isa. 2. 
2-4 t hat it is "a little paragraph which has been preserved 
~"Messianic Prophecy , " pp. 71-77 . 
4 "The Religion of Israel," p. 243 Ibid., p. 262 
16 
3 Ibid. , p. 161 
for us both in the book of Isai ah and in the book of Micah. 
Its post-exilic origin needs no demonstration." 
On pa ge 137 he quotes Amos 9.1-4 and adds in. a f oot-
note, "I have quoted the whole passage because it makes 
plain, i f anything can, that the conclusion of the book 
which spe~ks of a relenting on t h e part of Yahweh cannot 
be by Arnos." 
He continues on page 242, " The books of t he prophets 
were studied in this way and they were also supplemented 
by the scribes to whom t h e severity of the early messag~ 
was often intolerable. Some hopeful features may have been 
discovered in the messuges of these great preachers, even 
though the messa ge was (as it so often was) one o i · denun-
cia tion.11 He admits that Isaiah gives hints of a remnant 
"which would survive the coming calamity. 11 Professor Iillud-
sonl declares tha t this presence of hope with a message of 
doom s hows that it is possi-nle for the prophet to comb ine 
the t wo notes in a book of prophecies~ made up of f r ag-
mentary sayings uttered at different times. 
Smith considers tha t t h e Messianic passages i n t h e 
literary prophets are interpolations inserted by later 
hands. 'l'hus: "In the circle of those who feared liod t h e 
Scriptures of the prophets were read and studied, ~:tnd it 
1 ¢lass lectures. 
1? 
is easy to see how they were supplemented by sections which 
gave expression to the longing i'or redemption. In many 
cases leai·lets embodying this longing were circulated f rom 
hand to hand and finally added to the books of the prophets. 
Thus, i n the book of Jeremiah, we have the complete :Messi-
anic programme set forth in language that we cannot po s sibly 
suppose to have been used by that preacher."1 
Again, " 'l'he severity of Hosea was corrected by 2. later 
hand, which promised that Yahweh would heal the people's 
backsliding and love them freely l Hosea 14.4 ) . A similar 
consolatory conclusion was added to the b ook of hnos, sp ecif-
ically promising the reerection of the fallen tent o i' .Ua-
vid, together with millennial plenty in the land. Th e 
original book of Isaiah was completed by a picture of pal'a-
disiacal peace and fruitfulness~ How far such passages 
were intended to be taken literally is still obscure to us."2 
R. H. Charles states his position thus: "Tha t the 
prophetic conception of the kingdom prevailed from the 
seventh century onwards is admitted on all hands, but of 
late years t here is a growing body of scholars who main-
tain that, with the exception of a single passage in Isaiah, 
no prophet of t h e eigh th century preached the advent of this 
1 
11 The lteligion of Israel," p. 243. 
2 Ibid., p. 248. 
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k ingdom, and that the unceasing burden of their messa ge to 
Israel was solely one of fast approaching and inevitable 
doom. That most of the passages in Amos, Hosea, Isaiah, 
and Micah which promise the advent of the Messianic king-
dam and of the Messiah are intrusions in the text r eam a 
later time, may be reearded, on the whole, as a soun~ con-
elusion of criticism. But that they are all with one ex-
cep tion interpolations of a later date, and particularly 
that all the passage s which tell of the Messiah are wi th-
out exception of this cha r a cter, cannot be regarded as an 
established result of criticism. 
"If the following pages betray at times signs of in-
decision, they do but reflect the pre s ent attitude of the 
writer; f or though h e has elected to f ollow the conclusions 
of the more advanced critics, it is with great hesitation 
that he has done so.rrl 
There are scholars, however, among them H. Gressmann, 
E. Sellin, H. Gunkel, A. C. Welch, and A. C. Knudson, who 
believe tha t the Messianic hope antedated the literar y 
prophets; and this article is written in t he light of that 
view. 
"It is now contended by a number of distinguished 
scholars that the Messianic hope not only had a place in the 
1 
"Es.chatology , Hebrew, Jewish, and Christian," 2d Ed., 
pp . 85 f. 
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· teach ing of the preexilic prophets, but that it anteda ted 
literary prophecy and is to be carried back almost to t h e 
beg inning of the na tion's history. This view na turally 
g ives to t he Messianic escha tology a new signi f icance. 
It teaches us that Messianism was not a later and more or 
less sup erf luou s addition to the rea l structure of Hebrew 
thought, but that it f ormed a constituent element in it . 
It vms, t hrough ou t a t least. the most i mportl¥J.t part of 
Israel's history, t h e bearer of her higher hopes, t h e sup -
port and stimulus of her ethical ideal ism. The teach i ng of 
t h e great preex ilic prophets, as well as that of t he proph-
ets and psalmists of a later period, can be f ully under-
stood only in its light. Their messa ge is raised to a 
higher p ower , i f we put back of it a more or less developed 
escha tology. "1 
b. Source. Certain parallels to the Messianic 
h op e have been discovered i n the ancient recor ds of Baby -
lonia and Egyp t . Of specia l i mp ortance are t wo Egyp tian 
papyri, t h e Papyrus Golenischef f, dating f rom about 2000 
B . C., and t h e Arunonitions of Ipuwer, dating f rom about 
1300 B. C. The former is, however, probably merely a glori-
f ication of t h e rei gning monarch . I puwer in his a dmonitions 
condemns t h e reigning king much in the f ashion of several 
1Knudson, A. c., " The .H.elig ious Teaching of t he Old 
Testament," p. 353 . 
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of the Hebrew prophets and like the Hebrew prophets de-
scribes an ideal king with the intimation at least that he 
may come and displace the evil king. "A strange and ob-
scure composition of the time represents a Sibylline pror;h-
et named Ipuwer, standing in the presence of the king and 
delivering grim prophecies of coming ruin, in which the 
social and political organization shall be overthrown, the 
poor shall become rich and the rich shall suff er need, 
foreign enemies shall enter, and the established order of 
t h ings shall be completely overturned. After predicting 
frightjul cala~ities involving all classes, the prophet 
announces a saviour who shall restore the land: 'He shall 
bring cooling to the flame. Men shall say, "He is t h e 
shepherd of all the people; there is no evil in his heart. 
I f his flocks go astray, he will spend the day to search 
~hem. The thought of men shall be a f lame; would that he 
might achieve their rescue .... " Verily he shall smite 
evil when he raises his arm against it .... Vlhere is he this 
day? Doth he sleep among you?' 11 1 
Gressmann argues f or the fo r eign origin of the hope 
of the Reb~ ews on psychological grounds. But it is pointed 
out by Professor Imudson that, tho ugh a hope for the f u-
tur e may have arisen independently a.mons different peo-
ples,2 tge Hebrew Messianic hope was the unique creation 
lBreasted, J. H., "AHis~ory of Egypt," 2dEd., p. 204 f. 
211 The l\e ligious Teaching of the Old Testament," p. 356. 
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of the Hebrews. "This hope in a primitive form is one 
that we should expect to arise among different peoples. It 
has its manifest psychological roots. It grows out of the 
nat ive discontent of the human mind with existing condi-
tions ancl out of the natural tendency of men to idef!,lize 
what is distant in time." 1 Its invincible pptim.ism could 
not have been borrowed. Its conception of a world plan, a 
universal moral government, and the coming of the kingdom 
of God was unique. And it was only among the Hebrews tha t 
the hope was reduced to a philosophy. Among other p eoples 
it rema ined a vague and indefinite notion.2 
4. Inter-relation of Old 
Testament prophecies. 
The exa ct rela tion of 
Old Testament prophecies to 
one another is di f ficult to determine. Professor Briggs 
in his "Messianic Prophecy" has fitted them together so 
that they appear as a beauti f ul mosaic. Beginning with 
the idea of t h e human side and the divine side, he branches 
with subheadings which with all their intricacy form one 
logical whole·. Organic unity is a remarkable feature of 
Hebrew prophecy. One is amazed in contemplating the unity 
1
rbid .• p. 357. 2rbid. 
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of idea and purpose developing through the prophetic teach -
ings of Israel. Yet one suspects that some of Professor 
Briggs' relations are a r tificial. The Messianic hope was 
made up of diverse ideals expressed in terms varying with 
the situations the prophets faced and varying with the inter-
pretations of God's character to which they held. 
5. Elements of Messianic 
prophecy. 
a. Judgment . 
(l) Day of Yahweh. 
(a ) Doom. 
The Messianic ho pe in 
its broad sense, says Pro-
fessor Yilludson, 1 embraces 
four elements: the idea of 
j udgment, the idea of the new age, the idea of redem~tion, 
and the idea of a personal Messiah. The idea of the new 
a ge and the idea of r edemption are virtually one idea. 
The idea of judgment as a part of the Iv'!:essianic mes-
sage of the prophets is associated with the idea of the 
Day of Yahweh. The earliest written reference to the Day 
of Ya hweh is found in Amos 5.18, "Woe unto you that desire 
the day of Jehovah: Wherefore would ye have the day of 
Jehovah? It is darkness, and not light. 11 The idea itself 
must be .m).lch older. Amos t 740 B. C.) assumes that his peo-
ple were looking for a Day of Yahweh that would be for t h em 
a day of light and victory . It is probable that the pre-
pr ophetic teaching on the Day of Yahweh was that that day 
1 
Ibid. , 351. 
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would be a day of judgment and do om for Israel's enemies 
and a day of justif ication and delights for Israel. It is, 
however, possible that before the time of Amos there were 
some misgivings as to the fa te of Israelites themselves. 
In Amos' day there were those who "put far the evil day" 
(5 .20). The ea rly ref erence to a righteous remnant in the 
story of Elijah (1 Kings 19.18) suggests that all Israel-
ites were not acceptable to Yahweh. 
Amos stated def initely that the cleavage between the 
condenmed and the justified on the Day of Yahweh would be 
made on the bas.is of ethical living. Being a member of 
Israel would be no passport to saf ety. Indeed, membership 
in the Israelitish nation rather increased oneis danger in 
the Day of Yahweh, for Israelites would be judged by a 
higher standard than non-Israelites \Amos 3.2). 
The conception of the Day of Yahweh under the teaching 
of the prophets f ollowing Amos became more universa l and 
a pocalyptic in character. In the classic description of 
the grea t day (Zeph . 1) (627 B. G. ) do om is universal. In 
t he description of Isaiah 51 \540 B. C.) the Day has cos-
mic . signif icance. The only world man knows as world, the 
only world he can conceive of a s a the a ter for li f e, is to 
be annihilated, disintegrated. 
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But the heavens are to roll back as a scroll revealing 
a glorious new world into which pre sumably a means of ac-
c e ss has be en p r ovided for the righteous. 
(b) Hope. Thus the Day of Yru1weh was not 
only a day of doom. It was also a day of glory. In pre-
prophetic times it ha d be ~n conceived of as a day of doom 
f or non-Is r aelites and a day of glory f or Isra el . lTom t h e 
time of Amos on , it was conceived of as a day of glory only 
for t he righ teous and as a day of doom upon the wicked of 
Israel a s well as t h e wicked o ~ other na tions. ~~om 540 
on, t h e doom i.ltJ'a s to be mysterious de struction of t h e very 
ea rth under the f eet and of t he heavens above t he he ad , and 
t h e concep tion of t h e glor y of t he righteous took on an in-
crea s i ngly other-worldly character. 
(c ) Origin of the 
idea. 
Vrben did t he Day of the 
Lo r d come to be looked up on 
a s a day of hope? Some scholars t h ink t h e idea had i t s 
origin in a dar k period of Hebrew hi story when t he hop e-
les sness of the outlook drove t h e relig ious leaders to de-
clare that Yahweh wo uld soon bring victory to His p eople. 
" From t he conviction tha t t hey were t he chosen people of 
Yahweh , and t hat He would be faithful to His covenan t with 
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them, t h ere arose in times o1· common distress and of ex ile 
a conf idence taught by the proph ets which sustained the 
most p ious and best part of their na tion, that their na tion-
a l li .i' e, after it had been pur·i f ied by the punishment of 
sinne r s, and t h e di scipline of the godly , would be restored , 
t h e:;, t they would obta in complete victory over their enemies, 
and that uod ·would bestow upon them such glory and pea ce 
~nd well-being as would surpass a ll that had been rea lized 
in t he happiest preceding times, and tha t would satis f y 
perf ectly all the longings of their hearts . "l 
Other scholars think the idea had its origin in a 
prosperous era when the very br igh tness of the imme diate 
ou tlo ok inspired ho pes of a still more glorious f uture. 
A. :B . Davidson2 emphasizes the ethical nature oi· the 
origin of t he hope: 11 Insigh t into the meaning of human 
history , however, was not attained in lsrael by re f lection 
on the lif e of mankind, but by revela tion of the nature of 
God. God was the real maker of human history. Hence, when 
so broad a view a s that of human life or history a s a whole 
is taken, it is, so to speak, secondary: it is a re f lection 
of the view taken of God, of His Being , and t here f ore of 
wha t the issue will be when He realizes Himsel f in the 
history and life of mankind. So soon as the concep tion of 
1
stanton, V. H., "Messiah ," Hast. Bib. Diet., Vol. III, 352. 
2" Messianic Prophecy ," Ha st. :Bib. Diet., Vol. IV, 121. 
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the pe rfect ethical Being of Yahweh was reached, there 
could not but immediately follow the idea also that hwnan 
history, which w~s not so much under His providence as His 
di~ ect operation, would eventuate in a kingdom of right-
eousness which would embrace all mankind. 111 
Professor I<nudson has pointed out that the origin of 
the hope may be mythological in character. 
b. The new age and 
redem:ption. 
(l) The Kingdom 
of God. 
(a) Earthly. 
The new age was to be the 
kingdom of God. The kingdom 
of God is the main prophetic 
idea. "All prophecy re fe rs 
also to the inc oming of t h e perfect kingdom of God. 11 2• 3 
In considering the idea of the kingdom of God it is im-
portant to keep these questions separate4--what the proph-
ets in their age meant, and the question of fulfilment n ow 
in this Christian age. The :prophets construct for the 
perfect kingdom of God the form it would have had i f it 
had come in their age, and i f it had been ushered in by 
God as they thought God. Each prophet does this. "All 
:prophecies repose upon t he conditions of t he world existing 
in the day of t he .~__.rophet, and operate with the moral and 
~Davidson, A. B., "Old Testament Pr ophecy," p. 190. 
3 Ibid. , p. 18~ . . . . . Am. 9.11-15, Hos. 14.1-9, Isa. 9.7, 11, 32, 2.2-4, Jer. 31 4 Davidson, A. B., "Old Testament Prophecy," p. 190. 
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other fo rces then prevailing. 111 When the prophets s1;eak 
of the extension of the kingdom, it is in the usual ways, 
either by the subjugation of hostile na tions or by foreign 
nations voluntarily placing themselves u nder its sway.2 
(b) Jerusalem its 
head. 
Jerusalem was to be the 
center of the new kingdom to 
which all the nations would come.3 And the prophets meant 
the r eal Jerusalem and they meant the real nations--Assyria, 
Babylonia, Egypt, Philistia, Edom, Moab--the nations they 
(2) Characteristics of 
the new age. 
But the new age was to 
be more than a military 
victory.4 It was to be the r esult of the intervention of 
Yahvreh Himself. The down f all of Israel ' s enemies vms to be 
accompanied by the removal of sin from Israel. After the 
great judgment an era of peace was to be ushered in, an 
era of joy and long life in which the animals would share. 
Israel and Judah were to be reunited. Other nations would 
render homage and bring gifts. Nature was to be trans-
formed. The ear th vms to become miraculously f ruitful and 
p lenty and prosperity were to abound. The material blessings, 
2
rbid., p. 167. ;rbid., p. ~§2. 
4 Isa. 2.!6 . .e4 Isa. 9; 11; 32;Isa. 60; Mic. 4.1-5. 
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it must be remembered, were the outward symbols of an i nward 
spiritual change and of the presence of Yahweh. The Jews 
\'.' ere essentially eudernonistic. The hardest part of their 
sufferings was that the sufferings betokened a turning away 
of Yahweh 1 s favor from them. 'fhey could conceive of a 
kingdom of God only i n terms of outward signs of God ' s 
presence. 
Righteousness and holiness and true sp iritual insight 
were to be attributes of a ll the citizens of the new king-
dom. 
Each prophet thought the kingdom was coming immedia te-
ly. "In all prophecy the connection between the prophet's 
present and this perfect future appears to the pr01)het's 
view virtually immediate. The forces operating in his own 
time seem, in his view, to issue directly in the inc 0ming 
of God's glory."1 
c. Personal Messiah. (1) Ideal king. 
(a) Son of 
David. 
The last mentioned ele-
ment in the Messianic hope--
the hope of a p ersonal Mes-
siah--is the least constant factor in Messianic thought. 
In many of the most glowing pictures of the future there 
is no Messiah. 
1 Davidson, A. B., "Old Testament PrO})hecy ," p. 1 90. 
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Eschatological perfection might be expected to come 
in eith er of t wo ways. First, Yahweh, t h e only Saviour, 
might come p ersonall y to abid e with his p eop le f or ever. 
Such a coming was fr equently included in des:criptions of 
the Day of Yahweh. His coming was not to be an inf luence 
but was to be objective and personal. Second, Yahweh might 
be manifested in a man f r om among t h e people who would lead 
them. The man who would t hus be a manifes t ation of Yahweh 
came to be kno-vm a s Messiah, the Anointed One , denoting 
s pe ci f ically t h e King. 
The Me s siah is mainly the ideal king, and he is usu-
ally a Davidic king, though there is slight mention in 
early writings o f the p re f erence of the tribe or Joseph , 
(Dt. 33.13-17), and some mention in late apocalyptic lit-
erature o f a Messiah f rom the tribe o f Levi; a nd it is 
p ossibl e t ha t f or a brief momentthe f i gure of t he f or eigne r 
Cyrus was identifie d with the h op e of an ideal king. (Isa. 
44 .28 and 45.1). "We can see the immense significance, 
to our prophet, of Cyrus. He s p e aks of him in language 
that sounds a s extra vagant as it is dar ing, showering up on 
him promises t h e most lavish and titles t he most lof ty , 
lik e Jeh ovah's Shepherd or 1'riend , and Anointed \44.28; 
45.l) .... Thus Isra el is Jehovah's Servant, for her mission 
is to bring the round wor ld to a kn owledge o f him, and 
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Cyru s is his Anointed or Messiah, f >Gr it is through him 
t hat I srael is set free, t h us winning her historic experi-
ence of r e dempt i on . "1 It must be r emembered that the title 
Messiah d id not, however , have in t h is p eriod t he signifi-
cance which it later attained. 
The idea of a David k ing was more persistent t h an the 
oth e r s. It wa s n a tural tha t the hop e should center about 
David , t h e hero-king. The Davidic king wa s Yahweh's repre-
sentative. The Messiah would be God manifested in a Davidic 
king, a union of the human and the divine. A. B . Davidson2 
gives four rea sons f or linking the Messianic hope wi t h Da-
vid and his line: 
i. He was a devout worshiper of Jehovah. 
ii. His extended emp ire suggested the universali t y 
of the k ingdom of God. 
iii His rule was just and t h e end of his reign 
peaceful. 
iv. He f ounded a dyna sty which sugg ested the p er-
p etuity of the rule of his house over the kingdom of Yahweh. 
11 The kingship _in Israel, however, derived its sign i f i-
c a nce fr om the pTevious idea that Yahweh was the true King 
o f t h e p eop le. The monarch wa s Ya hweh 's rep resentat ive, 
1 Mitchel l, H. G., Ha gga i , Zech a riah, £ alachi , and Jonah, 
Interna tional Critica l Commentary, p. 4. 
211 l'£essianic Prophecy," Has t. Bib. Diet., Vol. IV, 121-124. 
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sitting on His thron e at His right ha nd . He was His s on 
and f ellow. This conception naturally suggested lo f t y 
idea s of the k ing. But in point of f a ct it is not the bare 
idea of the k ingsh i p t hat we find in the prophetic litera -
t ure of Is r a el; it is a l way s the ~avidic kingship . It wa s 
t he character and career of David t ha t gave a complexion to 
t he i dea of the kingship , which became part of its e ss ence; 
and when , in times of disaster and decay, men looked back 
to David' s reign , t h ey trans f igur ed it in the ligh t of 
t heir relig ious hopes and a s pira tions. It t hus became t h e 
typ e of t h e idea l universal kingdom of God which sh ould 
yet arise upon t h e earth . 111 
{b) His qualities. Emphasis is some-
times l a i d on the i deal king· s qualities a s military leader 
(Fsa. 2, 17, 18, 72, etc.); sometimes on his peacef ul 
rei gn f ollowing conques t (Zech . 9.1-10 ); sometimes on his 
qua li t ies as a I' ighteous and wise ruler (Isa . 9.1-7; 11. 
1!'9; Jer. 23. 5 ,6 ) ; some time s on h is gracious care of h is 
p eople (Ezekiel 34.23 i' .). Sometime s he exe r cises priest-
l y f unctions (Ps a . 110; Zech. 1-8). 
1Davidson, A. B., "Old Testament Prophecy ," pp. 60 f. 
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(c) Origin of the idea. Concerning the 
date of the origin of the idea of a personal Messiah as 
emb odied in an ideal king there are a number o:f conflicting 
opinions: 
i. The idea originated in 735 (Isaiah 7) when there 
first occurr ed a breach between the monarchy and the proph-
ets. There was no need of a Messiah while worthy kings 
occup ied the Davidic throne. But when the reigning Ahaz 
f ell short of Isaiah's ideal, Isaiah was driven to the 
thought of a king who would be perf ect in wisdom and strength 
and courage and integrity. 
ii. The idea of an ideal king implied the fall of the 
monarchy, so it could not have originated before the time 
of Ezekiel, Haggai, and Zechariah. 
iii. The idea arose shortly after the dea th o f David 
in connection with hopes of his return similar to the hopes 
of the r e turn of King Art.nur and Gharlemagne and other in-
fluential rulers who have captivated the imagination of 
their subjects. 
iv. The hope was originally independent of the David-
ic dyna sty a nd therefore older than the time of David 
perhap s. 
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(2) Sutrfering Servant. 
(a) Who is he? 
An ideal of the 
Old Testrunent prophets 
in many respects utterly unlike the ideal of the king orig-
ina ted during the Exile. This wa s the ideal of the Suffer-
ing Servant. (Isa. 41.8-20; 42.1-?; 43.5-10; 49.1-9 ; 50. 
4-10; 52.13-53.12). 
11 The figure of the Servant--his mission, his experience, 
and his ultimate destiny--is sketched mo1·e particularly in 
four songs, 42.1-4_; 49.1-6; 50.4-9 ; and 52.13-53.12, which 
it has of l a te become customary to isola te fro m the body 
of the p oem and consider independently. These songs re-
veal a certain progre s sive development in their i dea of the 
Servant. 'l'he f irst \42.1-4) concentrates attention upon 
his mission, which is to b 1. ing the true religion to the 
nations of the wo r ld, and upon the kind and unobtrusive 
way in which he is to accomplish it. The second (49.1-8) 
touches upon his divine equipment for that mission, and 
Uij On t h e sorrow and seeming futility which has t hus far 
attended his ef forts l49.4). The third (50.4-9) desc r ibes 
more explicitly the sorrow and opposition he had to en-
dur e \50.6); but sets over against this his invincible 
faith in God and his splendid conf idence in the ultimate 
tri umph of the cause he r epre s ents. The climax of the 
description is reached in the fourth song l52.13-53 .12), 
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which elaborates with very striking concrete detail the 
suf fering s of t he Servant and shows him in the end crowned 
with glory and honor." 1 
There were two chief idea s in the doctrine of the Suf-
i' e r ing Servant: the Servant is the missionary of Yahweh to 
the nations, and by his sufferings he atone s f or the sins 
of the members of the people. 
Just who the Servant is supposed to be is a disputed 
question. Is he a Person, or a Pe r soni f ica tion? I f a 
Personifica t ion, is he. a personi f ica tion of all Israel, or 
part of Israel, or of the ideal Israel? Of the Orde r of 
the Prophets? I f a Pe l' son, is he the prophet himself ? A 
mar tyr who has already lived and suffered, as Jeremiah? 
One still to come like t h e promised Mess ian ·r Gyrus? 
Cyrus is spoken of as Yahweh's Anointed, or Jv'Lessiah 
(!sa. 45.1); but, in the words of lieorge Adam Smi t h , "Cy-
rus f lashes tlrrough these pages a well-polished sword; it 
is only his swift and brilliant usefulness that is allovved 
to catch our eye. But the Servant is a character, to de-
lineate Yrhose immortal beauty and example the prophet de-
votes as much space as he does to Yahweh Himself. u2 
Th e most probable explanation is that at one time the 
Servant is all of Israel and at anoth er only a part of Is-
1 Mc Fadyen, J. E . , 11 The Book of t h e Prophecies of Isaiah ," 
p. 252. 
2" The Book of Isaiah ," p. 253. 
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rael and at another time an individual. As the prophet 
looked upon the world, he s aw Israel a s its only hop e and 
s.poke of Israel as Yahweh's servant suffering f or the world. 
All of Israel was suf fering. When the prophet's mind tra.v-
eled on to wha t the Servant should do for the world , he 
recognized that in his exalted hope he had idea lized Is-
rael and that the actual Israelites were not f it fo r the 
task of rede eming the world. He was driven to the thought 
of the prophetic nucleus of godly Isrs.eli tes who should 
f irst r ede em t heir brethren and t hen redeem the world. 'fhe 
inadequa cy of even t he prophetic nucleus in comparison with 
the prophet's lofty ideal urged him on to the concep tion of 
an individual who sh ould be Yahweh's Suffering Servant. 
(b ) The ideal of vica rious 
redemptive suffering. 
lifo matter 
who t he Servant 
was, the ideal is clear. It is t he i deal oi' re dempt ive 
vicarious suffering instead of self - glOI.'ification, the 
ideal of service instead of conquest. 
This doctrine arose through individual experience 
or t he purifying suffering of Israel. The life of the 
prophet Jeremiah must have helped immensely to shape this 
highest prophetic ideal, which G. A. Smith pictures t hus: 
"The Servant's conduct and aspec~: His gentleness, His 
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patience, His courage, His purity, His meekness; His daily 
vmkefulness to God·' s voice , the swi f tness and brilliance 
of His sp c: e ch i 'or others, His silence under His own tor-
ments; His resorts--among the bruised, t h e pr isoner·s, the 
f orewandered of Israel, t h e weary and them that sit in da r k -
ness, the far-o f f heathen; His warfare with the wo rld, His 
face set like a flint; His unworldly beauty, which men call 
ugliness; His unnotice d presence in His ovm generation, 
yet the ef fect of' His face upon kings; His habit of woe, a 
man of sorr·ows a nd acqua inted with sickness; His sore stripes 
and bruises, His judicial murder, His felon's grave; His 
exa ltation and eternal glory. 11 1 
(c) Non-identity with 
the ideal king. 
In the Old Testa -
ment the Suf fering 
Servant was not identified with the Davidic king. 2 It is 
denied by many scholars that any Messianic significance 
was g iven the Suf fering Servant passages be f ore the time 
of Christ. "\V'nat they saw in prophetic vision was t h e 
ideal figure of King, or FOssibly of Prophet, or of Priest, 
111 Th e Book of Isaiah XL-LXVI, 11 p . 254. 
2Eiselen, F . C., 11 The Prophetic Books of the Old Testament, 11 
p . 217; Davidson, A. B. , 11 Messianic Prophecy, 11 Hast. 
Bib. Diet., Vol. IV. 
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figures suggested by the events of their ovm days, and pro-
jected into the future and that a future ever close at hand. 
?There the Messiah is expected, it is all but universally 
as the idee. l King. The personal ideal Prophet is nowhere 
distinctly sketched, but is r a ther to be inferred fr om the 
great p icture of the prophetic nation portrayed by the 
second Isaiah. These two hopes were never combined in Old 
Testament prophecy. Indeed, pr.ior to the advent of Christ-
i an ity, Jewish exegetes seem never to have apprehended t h e 
Iv'lessianic significance of the Suff ering Servant of Yahweh. 
The idea of a cruci f ied Messiah was .an impossible concep -
tion to the Judaism of t hat period ."1 
Professor Y.nudson says on this point, "On pel'ty ety-
mological grounds it has been argued that the Ser vant was 
not the Kessiah a nd that he sustained no rela tion to Is-
r ael's Kessianic hope. But with objections of this kind 
we need not concern ourselves. Nor is it a matter of any 
s pecial i mportance whether the Servant be understood in an 
individua l or collective sense. It suffices f or our pres-
ent purpose that he was regarded as t h e agent through 
whom the divine salvation was to be wrough t in the world. 
And in the p ictu.re presented of him we have the sublime 
thought that tile redemp tion of men was to be eff ected not 
by t he exercise of force, but by vicarious suffer ing." 2 
1 Cha rles, H. H., "Relig ious Development between the Old and-
New Testaments , " p. 77. 
2 "The neligious Teaching of the Old Testament," p. 375. 
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H. P. Smith, without too positive statement, favors 
the opinion that the Se r vant personifies a group but an 
ideal group. "And the group thus personified and idealis-ed 
must be Israel, not the empirical Israel in t ne midst of 
which t he author lived, but the ideal Israel, the faithful 
f ew who were chosen of God to car1:·y his message, to endure 
on his behalf .. . . There is an Israel within Is l'ael to which 
alone the description of the Servant can be applied . . ;l 
If the Servant is a personified group, the Servant 
banno t be a personal Messiah. Yet even if a group, the 
Servant may be an ideal of a Messianic age centered about a 
new conception of God and a new conception at what the hles-
sianic age ought to be. Smith says that the hope of a 
conm1unity of universal peac e and knowledge of God resting 
on the ministry of t he Servant is the Messianic ho pe in its 
most spiritual express ion. 11 Israel is Yahweh 's messenger, 
destined to overcome the world. , not by the sword, but by 
the word. n2 
"There are passages in the Old Testament whi ch tea ch 
deep lessons a s to the Divine purposes that are accomplished 
through t h e surferings of' the righteous, and are the f or e-
shadowings even of one pre-eminent vicarious suf ferer .... 
1 1· · ~ I 1 " "' 257 11 The l{e 1g1on or s rae , .tJ. • 2 Ibid., p. 262. 
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We desire, however , t o know wha. t the inf luence of these 
prophecies wa s upon Jewish Messianic belief . The true an-
Sii'rer seems t o be t ha t for a long time they did not a ff ect 
it at all, and tha t they never did so to any considera ble 
d egree. There is no tra ce ot t he idea that the li essiah 
would undergo suf fering in t he ex tra-canonical pre-Christian 
li t erature which we have been r evie-vring. ul 
(3 ) Son of Man. 
(a ) In Daniel . 
In Daniel 7.13 appears 
for t h e first time the 
figure of "one like unto a son of man, 11 who was to come 
"with the clouds of heaven, and to whom universal and ever-
lasting dominion was to be given." There has been much 
discus.sion of the question whether this passage re f ers to 
a n individual Messiah . H. P. Smith and others believe 
that the Son of man represents a kingdom. "This is demon-
strated by the author;s own interpretation of t he v i s i on, 
i n which he says t hat the kingdom and greatness of t he 
kingdoms under the whole heaven shall be given (not to 
the Messiah , t he Son of David) bu~ to t he people of t h e 
saints of t h e Most High. 11 2 (Dan. 7. 21-27). "The author, 
we must conclude, had no interest in a personal Messiah . 
Hi s ideal was that Isra el as a s a cred people should be-
come t he chief nation of t he world, to whom all other s 
should be subj ect." 
1sta nton, V. H. , "Messiah ," Hast. ll ib. Diet., Vol. Ili. 
2" The Religion of Israel, n pp. 302 f f. 
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Stanton is sure that the title wa s not used by the 
.Jews to designate the l~iessiah. R. H. Charles t hinks the 
title was used llessianically, but not by the author of 
Daniel. 
b. In the Parables of 
Enoch. 
In the Parables of Enoch 
the Messiah is for the first 
time designated as the Son of Man. "This conception is 
unique in .Judaism. The way, of course, had in some measure 
been prepared. The phrase 'a son of man' had a lready ap-
peared in t h e Hook of Daniel, but there it merely served to 
s ymbolise Isr ael as distinguished f rom the preceding world 
empires, which were r epr esented by various beasts. l~ow, 
though it must be at once conceded that this phrase 'a son 
of man' had no Messianic signi f icance in the mind of the 
writer of Daniel, it could hardly f ail to ac quire it in 
the course of time .... Dan. 7.13, 11 I s aw in t he night-visions, 
and, behold, t here came with t h e clouds of heaven one lik e 
unto a son of man, and he came even to the ancient of days, 
and they br ought him near before him,' was f rom t h e first 
century B. C. onward interpreted messianically .... 'l'he New 
Testament re f erences to it as such are numerous, bu t t he 
earliest historical interpretation in a Messianic light is 
that given in the Parables of Enoch. 111 
1
"Religious Development between Old and New Testa.ments , 11 
(Charles ) , p. 60. 
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This Eessiah was not of human descent but was a super-
natural being. He was surrounded with majesty in the 
presence of t he Lord of Spirits and was to be judge in the 
Un iversal Judgment. In l Enoch 46 he has p ower, is of an 
inter national char acter, wreaks vengeance, is righteous, 
reveals hidden treqsure, is chosen by the Lord of Spirits. 
In 4 8 his pre-existen~e is declared. He is a support to 
the r i ghteous. He represents light f or t h e world. 62.6,7 
also suggest his pre-existence. He is r evealed to the 
e lect. In ve r se 6 he appears esp ec ial~y as a regal figur e . 
The gr ea t jusgmen t is to be be f ore the Son of Man 
\69 .27). 
4 Ezra ( f irst century A. D.) still used t he term 
l.iess i anic&lly. Stanton, in his article in Hastings Hible 
Dictionary, noted: "Yet, in spite of the various po ints 
of contact with Chr istia n i deas and language, there is 
nothing \save one phr~se, which is probably to be other-
wis e explained ) to connect this Son of K.an with t he Christ 
oi · t he Chr istian f aith. " 
6. Deve lopment of the Messianic 
h op e. 
a. Preprophetic 
(1) Gen. 49.10 
The last part 
of t he answer to t he 
question, What was 
t he Eessianic h ope? is a r a.p id h istorica.t. sur vey of that 
changing , elusive ideal, shimmering in the vari-colored 
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rays that shot out into the world as the prophets pass ed 
the light of the character of God through the prism of the 
necessities of t heir own times and their own personalities. 
Genesis 49.10 (1000-950 B. C.) is probably the e a r-
liest re f erence to the Messiah. There is doubt as to the 
correct rendering o f t h e text, but it seems to promise an 
era of para disaical fruitf ulness, with the end of t he Da-
~idic dynasty. The sceptre is not t~ depart f rom Judah 
"until 11 something happens. Evidently this ideal is de-
tached from the Davidic hope. 
(2) Dt. 33.13-17. The Blessing o f Moses, 
recorded in Deuteronomy 33 (780 B. c.) probably originated 
in the Northern Kingdom. The hopes of the author center 
about the tribes of Joseph--Ephraim and Manasseh. Judah 
is dismissed with the words: "Hear, Jehovah, the voice of 
Judah, and bring him in unto his p eop le. \~ith his hands 
he contended for himself; and thou shalt be a help against 
his adversaries." (v. 7). The Joseph tribe, especially the 
Ephraim section, is given superiority to the other tribes, 
a fertile territory , and military prowess. 
(3) 1 Kings 19.18. The seven t h ousand who 
had not bowed the knee to Baal in 1 Kings 1 9 .18 (775 B. C.) 
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is a foreshadowing of the doctrine of the remnant which is 
asso c iated with the Messianic hope. 
b. Eighth and seventh centuries. 
( l) ArtlOS. 
The chief 
contribution of 
ALnos (750 B. C.) to the Messianic ideal was his ethicizing 
of the Day of Yahweh (5.18-24). There is no personal Mes-
siah in Amos, though the raising up of the tabernacle of 
David that is fallen may imply a Davidic king. (This 
passage, has, of course, been considered by some sch olars 
a s a l a ter addition). (Amos 9.11-15). 
It is &nos' conception of God that shapes his message . 
H. P. Smith says , "What &nos knew a nd what he thought 
everybody ought to kn ow was t hat this will o f the Almi ghty 
is ethical in its demands ."l And Amos, if not a theoretical 
monoth eist, was a practical one. 
(2) Hosea. Hosea (743-734 B. C.) enriches 
the conception of God with his strong em1,h a sis on God's 
love. 11 To him Yahweh is not simply the God who requires 
justice between man and man; he is the God who seeks the 
love of h is p eop le, a love that will mani f est itself in 
the doing of h is will. u2 The future for which Hosea looks 
is an era of rich p lenty (14.1-9), if the text is genuine. 
l 
11 The Religion of Israel," p. 139. 
2Ibid ., p . 145. 
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( 3) Isaiah. Isaiah (740-700) contributed the 
much discussed Immanuel prophecy. It is admitted that 
/fb?.P, translated "virgin," is an equivocal word. It may 
.,-:-
mean a virgin or a young woman of· marriageable age. Who 
t h.is young woman may have been is a question that has kept 
the scholars guessing for many years. The intensity with 
which Isaiah delivered the message, his later prophecy 
about the Wonder f ul Child, and the impression this text 
made through the centuries combine to give the text a cer-
tain mysterious force, though it has been sa id by some 
scholars that the passage was not interpreted Messianically 
by the Jews. Some interpreters would derive the signi f i-
cance of the prophecy from the nature of the child's birth; 
some f :-::·om his life history; some from the shortness of time 
denoted by the figure; some from the child's ne~e. which 
ma y have been mystical in its significance or which may 
ha ve been a new watchword Isaiah was giving the people of 
'El. 
Professor Knudson gives the name an ethical signifi-
cance. God is to be with the prophetic group in opposition 
to the king. Professor Iilludson would read the passage in 
the ligh t of Amos 5.18. Isaiah ethicized the notion of a 
personal Messiah as Amos had ethicized the Day of Yahweh. 
In this interpretation the hope would seem to be disso-
ciated f rom the Davidic house. 
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Gressmann has shovm it to be possible that, after all, 
Isaiah is here adapting an ancient Semitic tradition or 
oracle of the birth of a wonderful boy who was to emanci-
pate his people, and usher _in an era of prosperity . 1 
Isaiah later gave a vivid description of the ideal 
ruler \9.6 f; 11.1-10), a descendant of David, endowed with 
extraordinary superhuman qualities--intellectual, practi-
cal, and religious. His rule was expected especially to 
right t h e wrong, to relieve the poor and the a f flicted. 
The result of his rule was to be perfect peace (animals 
included in the picture ) and universal acquaintance with 
God. ~he peace was to extend to the foreign nations with 
the root Jesse the standard and rallying point. The heathen 
nations were to be incorporated with Israel. The inviola-
bility of Zion was a part of Isaiah's message~ Henceforth 
the Messianic hope centered more persistently about the 
sacred city. 
(4) Micah. Micah, a younger contemporary 
of Isaiah (725-715), turned his hope toward Bethlehem, the 
old home of the shepherd family of David, whence he expect-
ed a governor who should rule Israel and be their peace. 
(5.1-3,5). Micah was the first prophet to describe the 
f Mc :E'adyen, J. E., "The Book of the Prophecies of Isaiah," 
2 p. 74. 
Isa. 31.5; 36.15 ; 37.6f,l0 _ 
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Messiah under the figure of the shepherd (5.4). 
H. P . Smith thinks t h is section is a late interpola-
tion.1 
J. M. P. Smith says, 11 The date of vv. 1-3 cannot be 
decisively settled. The a ttitude of respect for the an-
cient ~avidic dynasty and the largeness of the Messianic 
expectation make it reasonably certa in that the ora cle 
must be assigned somewhere in the postexilic age." 2 
Robertson Smith says in the Encyclopedia Britannica , 
11 In no part of ch . iv-vii can we venture to detect the hand 
of Micah." 
T. K. Cheyne, \Cambridge Bible ) doubts t ha t Micah 
was the author. R. F. Horton (New Century Bible ) and G. A. 
Smith (Expositors ; Bible) count the section as probably 
the work of Micah. 
The picture of t h e nations flowing to Jerusalem (4. 
1-5) may be original with Micah, may have been borr owed 
f rom Isa . 2.2-5, may have been borrowed by both Isaiah and 
Micah from an earlier source, or may have been inserted 
i n both Isaiah and Micah by a later hand. 
{5) Zephaniah. Zephaniah {627 B. C.) left 
under his name the clas sic description of the Day of Yahweh 
1 
2
11 The Religion of Israel," p. 248. 
"Micah, Zephaniah, and Nahum ," I. C. C., p. 102 
47 
(1.14-18; 3.8). In his vision of the future he "represent-
ed the impending doom as universal and apocalyptic. 11 
(6) Jeremiah. Jeremiah (626-586 B. C.) 
contributed more to the Messianic idealism of Israel through 
his life than through his formal teaching . His life prob-
' 
ably greatly influenced the shaping of the Suffering Ser-
vant ideal. The Messianic king , a descendant of David, 
is in the background in Jeremiah's thought. Yahweh himself 
will save His people and . dwell with them. 
Jeremiah's distinctive contribution to the Messianic 
hope was the New Covenant founded on Jeremiah's singularly 
s piritual and inward conception of religion (31.33). 
(7) 2 Samuel 7.14. 2 Samuel 7.14, dating 
from the seventh century or from the exile, pictures the 
perpetual rule of the house of David. Yahweh stands in the 
paterna l r e l a tion to the Messiah. 
c. Exilic. 
( 1) Ezekiel. 
Ezekiel l572) is 11 the f ather 
of the last form of Old Testament 
prophecy, which may be called Apocalyptic, 11 according to 
C. A. Briggs. 1 Duhm called Ezekiel the s piritual f ounder 
1 
11 Messianic Prophecy," p. 267. 
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of apocalyptic.l "It was he who first set forth the scheme 
adopted by later writers, according to which there would 
be a miraculous annihilation of the heathen world-power, 
followed by an equally miraculous rebui lding of the tem-
ple."2 It has been noted that in Pro:ressor Knudson's 
opin ion there was an a pocalyptic note in Zephaniah 's proph-
ecy. Ezek iel's is the first develop ed apocalypse to ap-
pear in the Old Testament. 
Ezekiel introduces also the idea of resurrection {ch. 
37), but only in a national sense. Under the figure of the 
s hepherd Ezekiel represents Yahweh as saving his people 
(34.1-22); and then, in a sharp transition (v. 23), he 
speaks of the Shepherd as a second David who will lead 
reunited Israel and Judah a f ter their redemption by Yahweh. 
Ezekiel's hope includes fierce pun i shment of Is rael's 
enemies, with prosperity for Israel. H. P. Smith, who 
elates the origin of the Messianic hope from the exile, con-
siders veng eance on Israel's enemies an essential element 
of the h ope. 11 His (Ezekiel's) sch eme included three es-
s en tial f eatures of what we know from his time on as the 
Ee ssianic hope. These were: the punishment of the hostile 
world-p ower, the restoration of Israel to its own land, 
and the dwelling of Yahweh in the midst of t h e new com-
ic:harles, R . H., "Religious Development between Old and 
2 New Testaments," p. 26. Smith, H. P., "The Heligion of Israel, 11 p. 295. 
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monwealth. The headship of a prince of the house of David 
is included, but this was in Ezekiel's view only a minor 
f eature. His belief in the visible presence of Jehovah in 
his temple made an earthly prince superf luous. The prince 
in his scheme becomes only the steward of the sanctuary .... 
The expectation is Messianic in the broader sense only; 
it looked for the restoration of the theocratic community, 
but did not picture it as a kingdom in which the personal 
l.1essiah would be the dominant figure. nl 
(2) Isaiah 40-55. The three most signifi-
cant notes in the Messianic prophecy of Isaiah 40-55 (540-
B. C.) are the cosmic significance g iven to the Day of 
Yahweh, the Suf fering Servant ideal, and the universal ism 
of the thought of the Messianic age. The universal element 
flows na turally from t h e tho ~ght of the moral character of 
Yahweh , f or morality is of no nationality. As the moral 
character of Yahweh came to be understood more clearly, 
~he universality of his interests and purpose became more 
and more a part or prophetic thought and teaching. A f ur-
ther a id toward universalism in prophetic thought was t h e 
entra nce of the great empires of Assyria and Babylonia 
1 Ibid.' 242 f. 
50 
upon the stage of history. This gave the prophets a new 
idea, which the smaller states had not yet suggested, the 
idea of the world. 11 It opened up a new realm for the rule 
of Jehovah." 1 
(3) Haggai. Haggai l520 B. C.) built his 
Liessianic hope around the new Temple and Zerubbabel. H.e-
2 ferring to Haggai 2.21-23, H. P. Smith says,3 11 Since the 
king oi Judah is the signet on Yahweh;s right hand (Jer. 
4 22.24) , there can be no doubt that Haggai expects the 
restoration of the house of David to come at once, with 
Zerubbabel as the reigning monarch. 11 This Zerubbabel was 
of t h e house o1· David. 1n 1 Chr. 3~19 he is listed as cne 
son of Pedaiah, son of Jeconiah. In Ezra 3.8 and Mt. 1.12 
he is listed as son of Pedaiah's brother, Shealtiel. 
{ 4) Zechariah . . Zechariah ( 520-518 B. C. ) 
also looked for a second Zerubbabel and he also looke d upon 
the Temple as the guarantee of the presence of Yahweh. 
Zechariah hoped for a union of the priestly and the kingly 
off ice. {1.16; 2.5; 4.8-14 \~ 6.11-15). 
~Davidson, A. B. -· 
11 Speak to Zerubbabel, governor of Judah, saying, I will 
shake the heavens and the earth .... In that day will 
3 I. .. make ·thee as a signet." 
4"The Religion o~ Israel," p. 244: 
n •••• Though Con1ah .... were the s1gnet upon my right hand .... " 
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It is Zechariah who pictures the Messianic age as a 
time when old, old gentlemen and ladies will sit all day 
s miling on the hordes o f laughing children who play in the 
streets. 
(5) Malachi. Malachi (460 B. C.) 11 does not 
exp ect a human Messiah; he believes that Yahweh himself, 
or rather the angel who represents him will come and regu-
late aff airs in the Jewish community. 111 A Messenger would 
prepare the way of Yahweh. Yahweh would come suddenly to 
His Temple (3.1; 4.5). Malachi was the first to mention 
(4.5) the prophet Elijah as herald of the Messianic time. 
He was probably the first p rophet to i n troduce the idea of 
a heavenly book of reckoning. (3.16). 
(6) Isaiah 13, 14; Jeremiah 50, 51. Isaiah 
13, 14 and Jeremiah 50, 51, dating f rom the middle of the 
exile or later, re f lect the Jews' bitter hatred of their 
oppressors. A savage hope of v e ngeance on those oppre s sors 
mingled with the hope of the incorporation of the heathen 
with Israel and the hope of the Servant suffering to redeem 
all mankind. 
1 Smith, H. P., 11 'rhe .Religion of Israel, 11 p. 245. 
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( 7) Isaiah 56-66. The most signi f icant 
development in the Messianic hope found in Trite Isaiah 
(536-460 B. C.) is t h e cosmic significance given to the 
Day of Yahweh. He lo oked beyond the present to a new 
heaven and a new earth (65.1?), to a new Jerusalem whi ch 
was to be "a rejo i cing and her p eople a joy" (65.18)., 
This prophet is narro·wer than his predecess or, Deutero 
Isaiah,in his conception of the place of the foreigners in 
the new age (61.5; 60.10-12 ; contra st, however, ch. 56). 
d. Post-exilic. 
tl) Joel . 
The central thought in Joel 
(400 B. C.) is the Day of Yahweh, 
to which he gives a new character. The great contrast is 
between Israel and the nations. The ethical element is 
rat h er in abeyance and the tone is rather narrowly nation-
alistic, though it is to be remembered that Joel in speak-
ing of the justification of Israel is speaking of his ideal 
of Israel, not of the actual Israel. In Joel t h e Day of 
Yahweh is invested, more distinctly than is the case in 
the ea rlier prophets, V'li th an eschatological signi f icance. 
In Joel the human Messiah is not mentioned.l 
1 Ibid. , p. 29?. 
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(2) Isaiah 2 4-27. In the apocalypse of 
Isaiah 24-27 l250-200 B. C. or later) the i dea of the re sur-
rection of individuals is added to the Messianic hope. 
The dead a re to arise to share in the blessings of the 
new age. "In this document, as in .Joel, the hwnan Mes-
siah is not mentioned; he is made super f luous by the thought 
that Yahweh himself will dwell in the midst of his p eop le. 111 
(3) Zechariah 9-14. The au thor of Zechariah 
9-14 (25 0-200 B. C.) has gone deeper into apocalyp tic style 
a nd t h o·.;.ght. He beg ins with a denunciation of the neigh-
bors of .Judah. In t h e Day of Yahweh the nations will gather 
a gainst .Jerusalem, be temp or arily success fu l and t hen be 
conquered by t he direct act of God. "The consummation 
comes when Yahweh h i msel f takes up his abode in .Jerusalem 
and be comes king over all the earth ." (14.16). "The land 
will be miraculously trans f ormed so t hat t here will be 
neither heat nor cold , a nd t here will be no night .... The 
apocalyptic nature of these chapters is most clearly mani -
f est in t he conviction that the Messiah is about to alJ-
pear.11 2 This :M:essiah is t h e king who returns fr om bat-
tle and enters Zion safe ly, ready to speak p eace to the 
l 
Ibid . , p . 2 9 7 . 
2 
Ibid. 
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nations. The p icture matches with no earthly king of Ju-
dah, certainly not with any Maccabean chief , for no Macca -
bean was ever lowly. H. P. Smith think s t hat aside f rom 
t h e p i ctures in Isaiah the most distinct prediction of a 
hum.an Messiah is this descrip tion of him as meek and rid-
ing on an ass, Zech. 9.9. "Such a persona ge is overshadowed 
by the divine majesty, under whose protection his reign is 
one of uninterrupted peace."l 
( 4 ) Daniel. In Daniel (164 B. C.) we f ind 
t he supreme heigh t o1' apocalypse in t he Old Testamen t. God 
is about to usher in the day . of judgment . "Our au t hor ha s 
no confidence in the help of men , and looks for t h e setting 
up of t h e Kingdom of God by a direct act of God himsel f .... 
Vlhen he speaks of the 1!£accabean successes, h e says only 
t hat t hey are helped with a little help." (11.34). 
We fi nd in Daniel the doctrine of the resurrection of 
individuals i n the Messianic idea, and there is a distinc-
tion in t he character of t hese individual s (12.1-3). 
The term of especial Messianic signi f icance introduced 
f or the f irst time by Daniel is the title Son of man. J ust 
whom Daniel meant by the title is not clear. He may have 
meant to desi gnate t he righteous Israel or he may have meant 
to designate t he supernatural Messiah. The f i gure of t he 
1 Ibid., p. 249. 
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Son of man occupies an insign i f ica nt position in the book 
o f Danie l Bs a whole. He appears but once (7.13) to receive 
t n e king dom handed o~er to him by the conquering, redeem-
ing Ancient of Days. 
(5) Psalms. The Psalms, comp iled during a 
p eriod of at least three centur ies (450 -150 B. C.), re-
fl eet almost all of the ideas of t h e Messiah and the Mes-
si~nic age. In Psalms 2, 18, 20, 21, 45, 61, 72, 89, 110, 
132, we see the .t~oyal Messiah , of ten conquering, sometimes 
p riest as well as king. In Psalms 22, 69, 109, 35, 41, 45, 
we see re f lected the ideal of the Suffering Servant. Psalms 
8, 16, 40, are composed on the thought of the Son of man . 
In Psalms 18,7 f f; 50; 68; 96-98 Yahweh is p ictured as com-
ing Hi msel f . In some of t h e Psalms f oreign nations are 
enemies to be conquered, in others they are to be won to 
Yahweh's ways, as a condition o f the incoming o f the Mes-
sianic age. Psalms 47.9; 102.15, 21 ff ; 96-98 represent 
the nations gathered to Yahweh in a harmonious union. 
e. Po st-canonica l. The latest form of 
(1) The apocalyp ses. 
prophetic writing among 
the Jews was the apocalypse, t h e literature t hat makes 
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known what is hidden from the eyes of common men. The 
author conceives of prophecy as essentially predictive, 
as miraculous revelations of what is to come to IJass. 
The apocaly1)tic type of writing aros e when the Jews were 
suff ering intense per secution. As t h e persecution arose 
the Tiessianic hope was kindled into a flame. It then took 
new and f antastic f orms and some authors ventured to cal-
cula te the time of the end. 
Apocalypse di ff ers f rom ~rophecy in two or three re-
spects. "Prophecy still believes that this is God ; s world, 
and that in this ·world his goodi1ess and truth will yet be 
justified. Hence, the prophet addresses himself chief ly 
to the present and its concerns, and when he addresses 
himsel f to the future, his prophecy springs naturally f rom 
the present, and the future which he depicts is regarded 
as i n organic connection with it. The apocalyptic writer, 
on the other hand, almost wholly despairs of t h e present; 
his main interests are supr·amundane." 1 The apocalyptist 
dwells more especially upon the triumph of the kingdom of 
God in the coming age. 
\lliereas prophecy is more of ten t han not preserved 
under the name of its author, the apocalypse is charac-
terized by the adop tion of pseudonymous authorship . The 
1charles, R. H., "Eschatology, Hebrew, Jewish, and Christ-
ian, " pp. 83 f . 
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author of the ap ocalypse wrote under the name of' some hero 
of antiquity. 
The apocalyptic literature had in general a wider 
view of the world's history than the prophetic literature 
had had. 
Yet t h e apocalyptists, ltk e the prophets, were actu-
ated by the ~;vish to set forth t he character· , will, and pur-
p ose of God~ and the nature and the laws of his kingdom. 
They wrote their bo oks as messages of comfort and enco u.rage-
ment and inspiration to their suff ering, d iscouraged f ellow 
countrymen. The object of t h e apocalypses was to solve 
the di f ficulty connected with a belief in God·s righteous-
ness and the suffering condition of His servants on earth. 
The material f or t h e apocalypse was chiefly f rom un-
f ul f illed Old Testament prophecy, particularly li essianic 
prophecy, and t he Babylonian Greation E:p ic. 
FrOiii t h e viewpoint of the apocalyptist the world was 
b ecoming worse and worse . The only hope lay i n a divine 
cata cly smic intervention in which the world power sho u.ld 
be broken and her wicked adherents destroyed . Af ter t hi s 
the k i ngdom of God would be establish ed. 
"The predictions embodied in t h e work are really hist-
ory under the guise oi· prophecy, and t hey are usually 
couched in the i'orm of vision, tha t being the traditional 
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means of revelation. ln the t h eory of the book t h e ancient 
seer to whom it is ascribed ha d the course of human h istory 
unrolled to him in trc.nce from his own time until it re a ched 
its end with t h e triwnph of the Kingdom of God."l 
"The early saint, whoever he might be, whether :Noah, 
Enocn , hloses, or another, was represented as having had 
visions i n which the future course of the history of' t h e 
world was reveal ed or 'unveiled : to him. This 'IJVa s alway s 
do ne in a kind of cipher which but thinly veiled the real 
h istory of t h e past. When in this way the course of events 
ha d bee n tra ce d down to the time of t h e apocalyp tist, a 
p rophecy of t h e divine intervention, whereby God was to 
come to the r e scue of his people in the i mpending crisis, 
w::.; s in t roduced. The thinly veiled history, all of' whi ch 
had been future to t he saint who was supposedly speaking, 
was of course easily understood by.: the readers, and when 
they saw how this we, s Lrue, it gave them greater faith in 
t he prophecy that referred to what was in t heir time still 
in the future. 112 
This future was imminent. "These compositions look 
for t he consummation of all things in the immediate future."3 
Probably the most distinguish ing chara cteristic of 
apocalyptic literature is its emphasis on the cata strophic 
lsmi th, H. P., "The Religion of Israel, 11 p. 294 f. 2Barton, G. A., "The Helig ion of Israel," pp . 249 f. 
3smith, H. P., "Old Testa.ment History, " p. 451. 
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and miraculous intervention of God which would introduce 
the new uge. God was to appear suddenly in His might and 
withou t working through rrwnan activity He was to dest r oy 
all the powers of this world at one sweep. I f the apoca-
lypse p ictured a Messiah, h e was a catastrophic Messiah. 
Thus the program .. 'Tie of Ezekiel (the earliest typ ica l 
a pocalyptist) was thoroughly s upernatural. He looked for 
an a ct of God t o change the nature of the soil in Canaan 
and to change also the hearts of the p eople (36.22-31). 
The cc.. t a strophic hope of the Jews was a natural re-
sult of t heir political condition. They were powerless 
before their oppressors. Nothing could help t hem but the 
direct act of God. 
Another inf luence shaping the catastrophic hope was 
t he cun:ent concep tion of God. The Messianic hope always 
represented the expectation of the presence of God. God 
in p ost-exilic days was no longer i mmanent in the world. 
He was a transcendent Being far removed f rom man. Such a 
God could not work t h rough nature. He must descend upon 
natur e and crash it in order to bring about change. 
The current concep tion of God led naturally also to 
the t h ough t of a supernatural cataclysmic Messiah . "It 
was thu s that the expecte?.tion of a wa r rior king, whom Is-
r ael had centuries be f ore conceived a s t h e Messiah , was 
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trans f ormed under t he pressure of t h e eschatological ex -
p ectations, and men began to look f or a heavenly preex ist-
ent being , capable of taking more than a human part in t he 
ca t a clysmic upheaval for which t h ey were looking . 111 
And t he cu1-rent con ception of God led naturally to 
t he thought of a Messianic kingdom "cutting loose f rom 
2 
earth and seeking its habitation in anoth er world." 
Many, many were t h e apocalypses composed i n the da rk 
p eriod when the Jews lost one master only to be crus h ed 
under another. In t h e Old Testament canon t h ere are Eze-
k iel, Zechar aiah 9-14, J oel, and Daniel. Iviany more are 
preserved in the non~canoni cal writings and these repre-
sent a still larger n mnb er of original works. One volume 
a t tributed to Enoch conta ins no less t han f ive di ff er ent 
ap ocalyp ses now woven into one. One of t h e volumes attrib-
uted to Baruch contains six orig inally separate apo calypses 
of Baruch. 
The canonical apocalypses have already been discussed. 
The more significant of the non-canonical a jJOcalypses will 
now be considered in their bearing on t h e Me ssianic hope. 
1 
2Barton , G. A., "The Religion of Israe l , 
11 p. 259. 
Smith , H. P ., "Old Testament History ," p . 411. 
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(2) Second century B. C. The portion 
(a) General characteristics. 
of t he post-exilic 
p eriod including canonical literature and the post-canoni-
cal period overlap. Daniel was not wr itten till well 
towards the middle of the second century B. C. 
In the Messianic hope of t he second century B. C. 
t here is a synthesis of the es chatology of the individual 
and the eschatology of the nation in t h e doctrine o i' the 
resurrection of t h e righteous, f or the righteous dead of 
Israel are to rise and share i n t he k ingdom. The righteous 
were to be recompensed to the full in the eternal Messianic 
kingdom, which, according to some writers, was to be i n -
trod ,).ced suddenly and cata strophically by God Himself (Dan-
iel, 1 Enoch 83-90), and, according to others, was to come 
to pass by a gr adual renewal of creation with t he spirit-
ual transt ormat ion of man (Jub. 4.26; 23.26-28). 
In general, the kingdom idea comprehended all p eoples. 
(b) 1 Enoch 1-36. Et h iopic Enoch , 1-36, is a 
comp os i t e work . Chapters 6-11 are from a previo L.lsly exist-
i ng ap oca l ypse of lifoah, and chapters 1-5 may be a later 
addition. Chapters 6-36 were probably composed between 
200 and 170 B. C. 
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The kingdom of God on earth is to follow t he removal 
of the wick ed (10.17-22). God Himself will at that time 
establish His t hrone upon the earth. "Neith er the writer 
of the a pocalypse of Noah , nor the one who embodied his 
work i n t he book of' Eno ch speaks in any way of the Iies-
. ' ,,1 sJ.an . 
The i deal of the Messianic times in t h is apo cal,ypse 
is sensuous. The righteous will eat of t he tree o:f li f e 
and live as long as Methusaleh and his relatives. Each 
man will beget a thousand ch ildren, and he will be so rich 
in mater ial blessings that the high cost of living plus the 
thousand ch ildren will never perplex his mind. 
(c) 1 Enoch 83-90 Enoch 83-90 (166-161 
B. C.) centers about a reinterpretation of Jeremiah's sev-
enty years. 
(d) Testament of the XII 
Patriarchs. 
The Testaments 
of the XII Patriarchs 
(109-106 B. C.) are interesting chie f ly by rea son of their 
transf e1.·ence of the Messianic hop e f :r.·om the tribe of· Judah 
to the tribe of Levi. "The last notable i'act that c alls 
f or attention in this period is the all but universal ab-
sence from the kingdom of the liessiah descended f rom Judah .... 
1 
Bar ton, G. A. , 11 The Religion of Israel," p . 255. 
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"It is in part no doubt the almost total disappearance 
of this hope of the revolution in Jewish belief , which we 
f ind alluded to in the Testaments of the XII Patriarchs. 
This book proclaims the coming of a Messiah not f rom Ju-
dah, but from Levi. This novel expectation was due to 
the descent of the great Maccabean f amily from Levi. All 
t hat is noble and memorable in the Jewish history of this 
period is connected directly o.r indirectly with this fam-
ily, and it is not a matter of surpr ise that the zealous 
Jews who were anxiously awaiting the advent of the kingdom 
thought it was to be introduced by the Maccabees, or even 
that t h e Messiah was to spring from the family. This ex-
pectati ::m is voiced in a noble Messianic hymn in the Tes-
t ament of Levi, and the srune expectation appears to lie at 
the base of Psalm 110, which is addressed, a ccording to 
Dubm, Bickell, and other scholars, to Simon the hlaccabee, 
and indeed forms an acrostic on Simon's name." 1 
In this Psabn there is a distinct picture of the Mes-
siah as priest. Simon Maccabee vvas constituted 11 ruler a nd 
high priest for ever" by a decree of the nation in 142 B. C. 
(3) The Book of Jubilees. The author of the 
Book of Jubilees (135-105 B. C.) reverts to the earlier 
l Cha rles, R. H., "Religious Development between the Old 
and the New Testament," p. 55. 
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hatred of the Gentiles and excludes t hem f rom the Kingdom. 
(3) First century B. C. 
(a) Ge neral cha rac-
teristics. 
In the f i r st cen-
tury B. C. the Mes-
sianic hope took on an 
increasingly other-worldly character. The :Messianic king-
dom would either be consummated in a new heaven and a new 
earth (aft er a resurrection and f inal judgment ) or woul d 
be a tem_;:; orary, intermedia te state between a f irst judg-
ment and fina l jud~ment with heaven f or t he righteous as 
a f ina l hope. About 100 B. C. the f aithful trans f er·1·ed 
t heir hopes f rom the material wor ld to a spiritual king-
dom i n which t hey were to be a s t h e ru1ge ls and become com-
pan ions of the heavenly hosts. 
"As the Maccabees in the second century were leaders 
i n a ll tha t was best in religion and morals, so t he Mac-
cabees of t h e nex t century were foremost in godl e ssne ss 
a nd i :rrn:lorality. " Naturally, t h e Levitic Messianic hop e 
wa s abandoned. 
(b ) First century addition to 
the Testaments of t he XII Pa-
triarchs. 
One form 
of t he hope 
for a personal Messiah was a r evival of t he Old Testament 
expectation of the kingly Messiah sprung from David in the 
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first century addition to the Testaments of the XII Patri-
archs (17.6). 
(c) 1 Enoch 91-104. In 1 Enoch 91-104 
(105-95 B. C.) the whole history of t h e world is divided 
into ten week s, each apparently of seven generations. The 
Messian ic kingdom is to be established at t he beginning 
of t h e eighth week and to termina te with t h e seventh day 
of t he tenth . 
(d) 1 Enoch 37-71 The Parables of 
Enoch (1 Enoch 37-71), dating f rom about 94-64 B. C., 
make t he most significant contribution to t h e Messianic 
h ope and general eschatological thought of the first cen-
tury B. C. 
The Resurrection, first taugh t beyond possibility of 
doubt in Daniel 12, was made a commonplace of Jewish t heology 
in this book. 
Excep t for the Psalms, this book is the first in which 
Sheol is f ound in its New Testament signi f ication. 
Though all other writers of t he f ir s t century B. C. 
and the first century A. D. abandoned the idea of an ever-
lasting Messianic kingdom, the author of the Parables clung 
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fast to this hope. The Messianic k ingdoms of the other 
writers, being of only temporary duration, ceased to be 
identica l with the kingdom of God. The final judgment was 
adjourned to the close of the Messianic kingdom. The doc-
trin e of personal i mmortality was deta ched from the doc-
trine of the earthly lliessianic kingdom. But the au thor of 
the Parables of Enoch took an independent path. Th e scene 
of the new kingdom was not to be the present heaven. But 
in a new heaven and a new earth there was to be one new 
and indivisible kingdom in which the righ teous should have 
t heir mansions differing in glory according to their de-
serts. (39.5; 71.16). The resur r ection and j udgment would 
t ake :Pla ce be f ore t h e advent of the Messianic kingdom. 
The personal Messiah has a prominent p l a ce in the 
Parables. Here f or the first time is taught the preexis-
tence of t he Messiah in heaven with God. This Messiah is 
not of human descent but is a supernatural being. 
In the Parables four titles are applied for t he first 
time to the Messiah. For t he f irst time he is termed the 
Righ teous One (38.2; 53.6) and the Elect One (40.5; 45. 
3,4). A third title applied here f or the first time is 
Messiah or Anoin ted (48.10; 52.4). The word is found re-
peatedly in earlier writings but always in re f erence to 
actual contemporary kings or priests. It is now applied 
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specifically to the ideal Messianic king that is to come. 
It is here associated with supernatural attributes. (The 
term may have indicated the ideal king in Daniel 9.24-26, 
in an ancient portion of the Sibylline Ora cles (140 B. C.) 
or in the Vision of the Seventy Shepherds (135-106 B. C.) 
In the Snochic Parables the title became set. 
The most i m_portant of the four titles first used in 
1 Enoch 37-71 is the title Son of Man. In this title there 
is reflected the current conception of God. God was :rar 
off. "The further God was removed from man, the more 
necessary it became to !"ill up the gulf between God and 
man. 11 The Son of Man, though a supernatural being, was 
like a man. The Son of Man has ex1stea with God since be-
f ore Creation. He is pictured as sitting on a throne of 
glory, placed there by the Lord of Sp irits. He is a power-
ful, regal figure. The kings of all the nations bow be-
f ore him. He is to be the judge in the universal j udgment, 
a function never assigned to the Messiah but always as-
cribed to the Most High in other Jewish writings. He is a 
stay to the righteous and their light and hope. He calls 
the dead to life. He has universal dominion. (See espe-
cially chapters 46, 48, and 62.). 
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(e) 1 Maccabees . 1 Maccabees (100-
64 B. C.) has no eschatology. There is no hope of life 
beyond the grave. God has no longer direct dealings with 
men. Prophecy is extinct. Yet there seems to be a for-
ward look to some prophet in t he future; for Simon the 
hlaccabee was appointed to be high priest "until there should 
arise a faithful prophetn (14.41) and the stones of the 
profaned altar of burnt offerings were laid up "in the 
mount of the temple . ... until there should come a prophet 
to show what should be done with them" (4.46). 
(f) Psalms of Solomon. The Psalms of 
Solomon (70-40 B. C.) contains a very vigorous presenta-
tion of the Messiah hope. The Messiah here is of the 
lineage of David, and the title Son of David is adopted 
as a specific Messianic title (17.23-25). This Son of 
David is a militant figure. 
There is clear evidence in these Psalms of the use of 
the idea of the Messiah and the use of the title (17.36; 
18.6, 8.). 
(4) First century A. D. In the first 
century A. D. apocalypses were still being written , chief 
among which were the Assum_;; tion af Moses, 2 Enoch, 4 Mac-
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cabees, 1 Baruch, 4 Ezra, and sections of the Sibylline 
Oracles. In some the temporary Messianic kingdom has dis-
appeared. An individualistic conception of the after 
life has developed. The spirit rises to immortality. The 
Ap ocalypse of Baruch and 4 Ezra are a fresh reinterpreta-
tion of Daniel. The Messiah has assumed a more unear t hly 
character. In 4 Ezra the title Son of ~an is still used 
Messian ically. He comes on the clouds of heaven. He 
establishes himself on a mountain and a multitude is gath-
ered against him. He repels the assault with a f lood of 
fire out of his mouth and they are reduced to the dust of 
a shes and the smell of smoke. 
f Summary. 11 We may thus distinguish three 
stages in the development of the Old Testament idea of the 
Messia.h: the ideal King, the Suffering Servant, and the 
Son of Kan. Each grew to some extent out of' the conditions 
of the tin1 e i n which it originated. The ideal King was an 
expression of the strength and confidence of the nation 
in its youth ; the Suffering Servant was the counterpart of 
the afflicted people of the exile; and the Son of Man com-
ing in the clouds of heaven fit in with the transcendental 
and apocalypt ic typ e of thought current toward the close 
of the Old Testament period."l 
1 Knudson, A. C., 11 The Religious Teaching of the Old Testa-
ment , " p. 3 77 . 
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The Old Testament Messianic hope was not sta.tic but 
changed and developed with changing conditions, changing 
needs, and changing conceptions of the character of God. 
The Messianic hope in each age represented that age's idea 
of the character of God. 
At the close of the Old Testament era the Jews were 
hoping for an ideal leader under the titles Messiah and Son 
of David and probably also under the title Son of Man, 
possibly, more possibly not, under the title Suf fering 
Servant. 
?1 
B. MATTHEW'S USE OF THE OLD TESTAH~NT 
B. Wi.ATTHEW ' S USE OJ? THE OLD TESTAMENT. 
1. A survey of the Old Testament 
p roo f Ma tthew presented. 
a. The Genealogy and the 
Birth Story. Chap ter 1. 
The first l!:tes-
sianic note in MB.t-
t h ew's Gospel is in 
the f irst verse. Jesus is introduced as Christ, the Greek 
form of Messiah, the Anointed One. Matthew innnediately 
adds "the son of David." Matthew identifies the Messiah 
wi t h t he line of David. :Mary was evidently of the tribe 
of Levil (Lk. 1.5; 1.36). Matthew could t hen have intro-
duced Jesus as the Messiah from the line of Levi (see p. 
63). But ignoring the Levitic Messianic tradition, he 
chose to tra ce J esus' ancestry from David through Joseph , 
who apparently was of the tribe of Judah and of the family 
of David. 
There was more appeal in t h e Davidic connection. 
Jewish hopes had centered about David much more consistent-
l y than about any other f igure. The hop e f or glory through 
Joseph (p . 43) or Levi (p. 63) and the hope connected with 
Zerubbabel (pp . 51 f) and Cyrus ( pp . 30 f) were ephemeral. 
The disappointment attendant u p on the shattered hop e in 
1 Though it is qu ite possible that Mary also was de-
scended fr om David. In the second century it was 
commonly believed that Mary was of the f runily of Da-
vid. Plummel 's Co.m .. "'lentary on Iviatthew, p. 2. 
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the Hasmonean kings was still fresh. The memory of the 
hero king David had not lost its luster. The hopes that 
memory inspired were from of old. Countless promises clus-
tered about the idea of a son of David, promises coming 
from many epochs in the nation's history, while the prom-
ises of a leader from Levi were few and given in only one 
age. 
That the Davidic hope was dominant at the time Jesus 
began his ministry is evidenced by two or three passages 
i n :fuark ( 12. 35; 1 11.102 ) and in John 7. 41 f3. 
:Mat thew adds to "the son of David tt ''the son of Abre.-
.. 
ham.n The descent of the Messiah from Abraham through 
Judah is emphasized in Test. Levi 8.14,15: "Because a king 
shall arise in Judah, and shall establish a new priesthood, 
after t he i ·ashion of the Gentiles. And His presence is be-
loved, as a prophet of' the 1!Iost High, of the seed of Abra-
ham our f ather." 4 
To present Jesus as the son of David in a convincing 
way, Matthew had to have a genealogical table. Somewhere 
he found one. Opinions differ as to where that somewhere 
1 And Jesus answered and said, How say the scribes 
2 that the Christ is the son of David? Blessed is the kingdom that eometh, the kingdom of 
3 our father David: Hosanna in the highest. Others said, This is the Christ. But some said, 
What, doth the Christ come out of Galilee? Hath 
not the scripture said that the Christ cornet.h of 
the seed of David, and from Bethlehem, the village 
4 where David was? Charles, R. H., "Apocrypha and Pseudepigrapha, 11 Vol. 
II, p. 309. 
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was. l.ia tthew may have drawn up the genealogy himself from 
the Old Testament and from local tradition tW. Sanday, 
"Outlines of the Life of Christ," p. 201 f). Allen think s 
the genealogy w~s probably compiled by the editor for the 
purpose of his Gospel (Commentary on Matthew, p. 2). 
Plummer tGospel according to St. Matthew, p. l) calls at-
tention to the care of Jews in keeping their pedigrees. 
11 It wa s probably from the LXX that he com_1dled the pedi-
gree; but he may have f ound it already compiled in some 
Jewish archives. " Says 1£offatt, 11 lifone of its three sec-
tions, .... not even t he first, need be anything else t han a 
free composition."l 
I t seems evident that whether the editor composed or 
selected his table, he composed or selected it with the ex-
press purpose of securing Jesus' position as the s on of 
David. Note t hat he includes Zerubbabel in t ne list, so 
tha t Jesus may be a second Zerubbabel as well a.s a second 
David, i f by second David we mean a descendant of David. 
There are no grounds for denying the Davidic descent 
of Joseph . "The most convincing evidence that the Holy 
Family was really possessed of Davidic descent is that of 
Paul. As the scribes held to the opinion that the Messiah 
111 Introduction to the Literature of the N. T. ," p. 249. 
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must be a descendant of David, it is certain that the op-
p onents of Jesus would make the most of any knowledge they 
could procure showing that Jesus certainly or probably did 
not fulfill this condition. And there can be no doubt 
that Paul, a.s e;_ persecutor of the Christians, would be well 
instructed in regard to this point ... Nowhere in the New 
Testament do we f ind a single trace of conscious re f'uta-
tion of Jewish attacks, based on t h e idea that the deriva-
t ion of Jesus from David was defective. 111 
Je .sus is shown to measure up to that part of the M:es-
sianic prediction which .demands that h e be the son of 
David. 
Yet matthew i~uediately proceeds to tell a story which 
seems to undo the work of his genealogy. He explains tha t 
Jesus is not the son of Joseph. Plummer explains the dis-
crepancy by saying, "Neither Jew nor Gentile would derive 
t h e bi rthrigh t of Jesus from his mother. In the eye of' 
t he l aw , Jesus was the heir of Joseph, and t nere f ore it is 
Joseph's pedigree that is given. As the heir of Joseph , 
Jesus wa s t he heir of David, and hence there is no incon-
sistency tn the fact that precisely t h e two Gospels which 
record the virgin birth are the two which give the pedi-
gree of Joseph. 112 It may be admitted that Jesus was accepted 
2 Da lman, Gustaf , "The Words of Jesus, 11 pp. 320 f. Comraen tary on Mat t hew, p. 2. 
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by his contemporaries as the son of David and that for them 
t h e genealogy bore weight. But to t h e mind that demands 
actual descent f rom David the pu t a tive descent t hrough Jo-
seph seems weak evidence if not a makeshift pretence. 
It may be s aid, of course, t hat the choice of I.Cary by 
God to be the mother of Jesus wa s a choice of a woman be-
trothed to a descendant of David, n ot to a descendant of' 
AAron or Caleb or ancestors unknovm. the choice of 1~ary 
did make it possible f or Jesus to become the foster son of 
Joseph, whose recognition of Jesus' right of succession 
gave Jesus Davidic standing in the community. Yet Mat-
thew's birth story ;; ives n u indication that a drop of Da-
vid's blood flowed in Jesus' veins. 
If the Messiru1ship of Jesus must stand or fall with 
the coniliination of the genealogy and the birth story, the 
Messiahship of Jesus falls. 
Did Matthew believe that Jesus was the Messiah because 
of this genealogy that he was able to present? 
Af ter giving Jesus the Messianic title Son of David, 
which is his only i f he is the son of Joseph, Matthew se-
renely tells us that Jesus is not the son of Joseph, "that 
it might be fulfilled which was spoken by the Lord through 
t he prophet, saying , Behold, the virg in shall be with 
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child , and shall bring forth a son, and t hey shall call 
h is narne Im.tlianuel; which is, being interpreted, God with 
us ;" This quotation is from. Isaiah 7.14. As has been said, 
this verse has been considered by some scholars to mark 
t he beg inning of t he Messianic hope. 
There has been question as to whether the verse had 
Messiani c sign ificance. Davidson thinks it had. J. Orrl 
declares tha t t here is no reason to believe t hat the proph-
ecy i n Isaiah 7.14 was ever applied by the Jews to t h e 
Messiah. He states tha t t h e four hundred and f i f t y -six 
passages listed by Edersheim as having been Messianicall~ 
interpreted by t h e Jews do not include Isaiah 7 .14. Allen2 
inclines to think t hat the passage was i n tended to have 
supernatural signi f icance. Skinner says, 11 that t h e idea 
of a mira culous con cep tion was not pre s ent to Isaiah 's 
mind a t this time, sin ce a prediction of such astounding 
import must surely have been clothed in unambiguous lan-
guage ... So far a s grammar and contex t go , the expression 
may mean any young woman, fit to become a mother, whether 
a s yet married or unmarried."3 
z "The Virgin Birth of Christ," p. 125. 
3 "St. Matthew," International Cr i tical Commentary, p . 10 . 
"Isaiah, 11 Cambridge Bible, p. 56. 
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Lobstein and Harnack think that Isaiah 7.14 suggested 
the virgin birth story. 
11 A supernatural generation formed no part of the 
original idea of the Messiah who was to be a lineal descend-
ant of David. That even from the Jewish-Christian point 
of view, the supernatural generation of Jesus was not thought 
to be essential to his Messiahship is evident from the 
later history of the two sects into which the Jews who be-
lieved in him were divided on this question, and from the 
oldest Gospel, that of :ii:Iark, which contains no account of 
the Virgin birth." 1 Cone adds that Paul made no use of 
the virgin birth story. 
'Vhether Isaiah ? .14 was intended as a piece of Mes-
sianic prophecy or not and if it was so intended whether a 
miraculous virgin birth was expected or not, Matthew evi-
dently quoted the passage as predicting a Messiah and a 
Messiah virg in-born. Matthew's quotations from other 
parts of the Old Testament give grounds for the fear that 
/ 
it was the oral catch in ff~p &Eros that suggested the Isa i-
anic proph ecy to his mind. 
For :Matthew in his use of the Old Testament wa s a 
proo f texter. 
1 Cone, Orello, "The Gospel and Its Earliest Interpreta-
tions ," p. 142. 
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b. Matthew's proof texting. The most sup er-
ficial study of t he first t vvo chapters of his Gospel dis-
covers his habit oi' catching at verbal analogies with no 
thought of t he original meaning of the text quoted. He 
wa s writing to people who accepted as the last word any 
quotation f r om sacred writ. He and his req.ders were under 
t he influence of the rabbinical exegetical methods which 
were not i'ar r emoved from tile method of the y oung lady who 
used as a parallel passage to "Why cumbereth it t he 
ground?" the verse about a lodge in a garden oi' cucumbers. 
Matthew's proof' texting was an inf luence from his own 
pa.s t and it was a methodology which he deliberately ado p ted. 
We may criticize 1~tthew's proof texting as an exegetical 
me thod for twentieth century Americans. But Ma tthew was 
not wr iting for twentieth century Americans. He was writ-
ing for f irst century Jews. We can feel no criticism of 
the motive that impelled him to write in a style convincing 
to f ir.s t century Jews. We must fall back i n admiration 
before the proved wisdom of the course he chose as we con-
sider the historical i m.l;ortance of his literary propaganda. 
Matthew had a f air verbal knowledge of his Old Testa-
ment. He had doubtless spent many tedious hours learning 
the precious words. But we suspect that when he was quoting 
and forgot what came next, he had to . keep repeating the 
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previous section like a child saying a Children's Day piece 
until the physical apparatus of his memory faculty made 
the connection. The precious words were precious words to 
be learned, not vehicles for conveying God' s truth to an 
independent mind. Matthew, under the inf luence of the 
scribes whose ideal of a mind was a p lastered cistern, had 
not added to his memorizing ponderings, questionings, com-
parisons, applications. 
In his f irst t wo chapters Matthew introduces five quo-
tations. Four of t h em are p receded by his favorite word 
" l'ul f ill." These quotations are p eculiar to Matthew and 
f ou r a re his o11vn editoria l comments. They are, there1~ore, 
a fai r study of Matthew's concep tion of the fulfilment of 
p rophecy. 
The first of the editorial comments is 1.23, whi ch 
has just been discussed . The second editorial comment is 
"tha t it might be fulfilled which was spoken by t h e Lord 
t h rough the proph et saying , Out of Egypt did I call my son11 
(2.15). This passage is taken from Hosea 11.1 and is a 
purely verbal analogy. Hosea mean t by "my son 11 all of 
Isra el. Hi s reference is to Isra el's deliverance fr om 
b ondag e in Egyp t. Only an allegorical exegesis could 
e stablish a connection between the exodus f rom Egypt and 
bringing u p the baby Jesus out of Egypt. We .should say 
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that Joseph took the child to Egypt to save his life, n ot 
to f ulfill a verse of the Old Testament which was written 
in a past tense. 
"As a rule Matthew assimilates quotations already 
f ound in Mark more closely to the LXX, or else leaves t h em 
as he finds them in that state. The same holds true of 
non - Marcan allusions to, or citations of the Old Testament 
with t h e striking exception of twelve passages. 111 Yet Mat-
t h ew could not have used the LXX in quoting Hosea 11.1, 
ID'or it reads, "Out of Egypt I have called back his chil-
dren." The Targum rea ds, "Out of Egypt I have ca lled t h em 
sons. u2 A man vrho rests his case on verbal analogy must be 
care fu l in the versions he uses, f or the gene r al meaning 
will not suffice. 
The story of the killing of the Bethlehem babies sug -
gests to I.iatth ew' s mind some words of Jeremiah, so he in-
traduces t h em as f ulfilled by Herod's slaughter. The words 
are from Jeremiah 31.15. :Matthew quotes: "A voice was 
heard in Ramah, weeping and great mourning, Rachel weep -
ing f or h er children; and she v1ould not be comforted, be-
cause they are not. 11 {2.18). A. W. Streane agrees that 
l 
2Mof fatt, J ames, "An Intro. to the Lit. of the N. T. ,
11 p. 258. 
Burkitt, J? . C., 11 The Gospel History and Its Tra nsmission," 
p . 125. 
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"the mourning at Hamah is a forecast of that bitter wailing 
which shall be raised by the mothers of the slaughtered 
babes, while Hachel's name, used in the prophecy, is natural-
ly associated with Bethlehem by t h e f act that her tomb was 
in its n eighbor.i1ood .... The appropriateness of calling upon 
Rachel to weep in Hamah consists in this, that she, the one 
of Jacob's wives who had so ardently longed for children, 
and mother of Ephraim, 1v1ana~seh, and Benjamin, should in a 
consp icuous border town of the two kingdoms, with both of 
which she was thus irmaediately connected , lament the over-
throw of her of'fspr ing. " 
But if Matthew had read on, he would have I ound that 
the words he quoted were a prelude to a poem of consolation 
and their whole significance was bound up with the idea · 
of comfort and hope. Jer emiah continues: 11 Thus saith Je-
hovah, Hefra in thy voice from weeping, and thine eyes from 
tears; for thy work shall be rewarded , saith Jehovah; and 
t hey shall come again from the land of the enemy. And there 
is ho "~ e for thy latter end, saith Jehovah; and thy chil-
dren shall come again to their own border." (Jer. 31.16 f). 
The bereaved mother s in Bethlehem were not to be com-
forted. Their children were not to return. Again Eatthew's 
ear had caught an echo of a single Old Testament verse, 
which he quoted without studying its contex~. 
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The fourth editorial comment on fulfilment, 2.23, ".And 
came and dwelt in a city called Nazareth; that it might be 
fulfilled which was spoken through the prophets, that he 
should be called a Nazarene, 11 is from an unknown source. 
The words are not found in the Old Testament as we now 
have it. 
c. The Bet~lehem birth. 2.6. There is in 
the second chapter of Matthew one quotation from the Old 
Testament which is not made by Ni:a tthew himself. Micah 
5. 2 ("And thou Beth lehem, land of Judah, art in no wise 
least among the princes of Judah: for out of thee shall 
come forth a governor, who shall be shepherd of' my people 
Israel" in Mt. 2.6) is reported as embodying the resp onse 
of' the scribes to the Wise Men questioning where the Christ 
should be born. Micah 5.2 is admittedly Messianic. It is 
so regarded in the Targum, by R. Eliezer and by later Rab-
bis. John 7.42 shows the current belief: "Hath not the 
scrip ture said that the Christ cometh of the seed of David 
and from Bethlehem, the village where David was?" 
Jesus' birth in Bethlehem met one specific requirement 
of the Jewish Messianic horle. There is, indeed, some 
questioning, started by Renan, as to whether Jesus was 
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actually born in Bethlehem or whether he was born in Naz a -
reth . But, though absolutely convincing proofs or· the 
Christian belief cannot be presented, t he a rguments f or 
t he Bethleh em birth story at least can show up the weak -
ness of t he atta ck s made upon it. (See W. 1L Hamsay , "Was 
Chr· is L Born a t Bethleham?" and G. A. Barton, "Archaeology 
and t h e Bible," pp . 432-437.) 
d. John the Baptist, 
the Voice. 3.3. 
Matthew's designation 
of ·John the Baptist a s the 
Voice spoken of by Isaiah had been previously made by Karle 
But whereas Mark says, "As it is written .... John carne," 
indicating that the description of Isaiah was applicable 
to John, Matthew reports John as saying of himself, " 'rhis 
is he t hat was spoken of through Isaiah the prophet," making 
John a definite and literal f ulf ilment of an Old Testament 
prediction which rela ted to the l'.'Lessianic age. 
John proved, indeed, to be the immediate he r a ld of a 
ne;;J day, but it was not exactly the kind of new day pic-
tured in t h e triumi_,hant march a cross the desert of' Isaiah 
40 fL John happened to be the last link in the chain of 
Israelitish prophecy (from a Chr istian standpoint!). His 
ethical demands were similar to the ethical demands of 
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earlier prophets. Can not his sense of the i mminence of 
the impending judgment be matched in cases of earlier proph-
ets? His prea ching of baptism in the Holy Spirit, viewed 
apart from our knowledge of the effects of Jesus in the 
world, is not essentially di f ferent from Joel's preach ing 
t hat the spirit would be poured out on all f lesh. It hap -
pened t hat John appeared just before Jesus began his preach-
ing. To undeTstand the signi f icance of John's prea ching 
in its historical relations we must consider it as one 
more passionate declaration that God is going to punish sin 
a nd that He is going to send His special personal representa-
tive to j udge and to baptize with the Holy Sp irit. 
Matthew tells a story of Jesus tha t does not sound 
much lik e t h e whi r l wind typ e of' man f oretold by J ohn. Yet 
1Ca t t hew plainly means John's preaching to be unders toad a s 
Messianic and a s re f e r ring to Jesus. Are we to believe 
t hat hla t t h ew heard of the preach i ng of John, and, seeking 
f or a f ul f ilment, found Jesus; and believing John's f i gure 
to be t h e Messiah , accep ted Jesu s as the Messiah? 
e. The beg inning of Jesus' 
mi n istry. 4.14-16. 
Mark in narrating 
the events of Jesus' 
early Galilean ministry repr e sents Cap ernaum as Jesus' 
headquarters without giving any reason for Jesus' choice 
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of that city. Luke i nserts t he story of Jesus ' prea ch ing 
in :Nazareth between the story of t he t emp tation and the 
story of t h e Galilean ministry and explains the choice of 
Caper narun on the grounds of the rejection by Nazareth. 
IJfatthew, true to form, sees in t h e choice of Capernaum a 
ful f ilmen t of prophecy. Jesus began his public ministry 
in Capernaum n t ha t it might be · fulfillecl." Mat t hew con-
nects t h is fulfilment with the proph ecy of Isaiah. 11 The 
land of Zebulun and the land of Naphtali, toward t h e sea, 
beyond the Jordan, Galilee of the Gentiles, t ne people 
that sat in darkness saw a great light, and to them t hat 
sat in t b e region and shadow of death, to them did light 
s pring up . " (Isa. 9.1,2). The date and authorshi:p of this 
passage have been questioned. Some scholars would make it 
exilic or even post-exilic. (For various views see Gray, 
Isaiah I-X:XX.IX, I. C. C. , P.P. 164-168) . G. A. Smith (Is a. 
I-XXXIX, Expositors' Bible, pp. 103-130) stands f or Isai-
ani c authorship. So also does J. Skinner \Isaiah, Cam-
bridge Bi b le, Intra. lxvii). 
The series of discourses of which these verses quoted 
by Ea tthew are a part were ·written for the most part, says 
Skinner, in the crisis of the Syro-Ephraintitic invasion, 
and probably p ublished shortly after t hat event. He makes 
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t he verses a part of' a prophecy of t h e Messianic deliver-
ance and the coming of t h e Prince of Peace. The land of 
Zebulun and l\faphtali i ndi ca te Lowe:r· and Upper Galilee . 
The way of the sea is ei t h e ::c "in the direction of the 
Mediterranean 5ea ,n or " the region along the West side of 
t he Sea of Gennesa reth." In the time of t he Crusa des Via 
Maris wa s t h e name of t h e road leading from Acre to Dmaas -
cus. Gal ilee of the nations was a term app lied in the Old 
Testament only to the north ernmost corner of what was a f ter-
wards Upper Ga lilee. 
"These remote provinces are singl ed out for speci a l 
mention beca use they were the f irst t o be depopulated by 
Ti glath-Pileser (2 Kings 15.29 ), those par ts of t he l and, 
t herefore, on whi ch the reproach of f ore i gn dominion will 
have lain longest when the Deliverance comes. The proph -
ecy acquired a new and surprising significance when t he 
good news of t he kingdom began to be proclaimed by .our 
Lord f irst in Galilee." 
The nint!J, chapter of Isaiah has been very generally 
accep ted as Messianic; but in i n terpreting Matthew's use 
of' t wo verses we cannot re a d into them the verses following 
t h em i n Isaiah, f or we have seen that hatth ew did not quote 
with whole passages in mind. I f we include Isa. 9.3 ff 
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here, we must include the whole passage in Hosea which 
l i:a t t h e-vv quo ted in 2.15 and the whole passage in Je remiah 
which Matthew quoted in 2.18. The most ·vve can say is that 
Ea tth ew may have known this whole passage spe ci f ically as 
a Kessianic passage and so may have felt the words he se-
lected colored with special Messianic sign i f icance. If 
we accept John's account of an early Juclean ministry, Je-
s u s did not f irst preach by t h e sea in Galilee. Yet t he 
prop .:1ecy may not require that the light sh ould shine first 
in Galilee by the sea. We a re led to ask, though , why 
this pa ssage should be so signi f icant as foretelling Je-
sus' career, since he shed his light in Judea also? There 
are indications i n t he Synoptic Gospels in addition to t he 
evidence in t he Fourth Gospel that J·e sus did teach in Ju-
dea. But it may be answered t ha t nowhere as in Capernaum 
did t h e light of Jesus shine so br ightly and consistently 
in his earthly ministry. The neighborh ood of Capernaum 
was indeed peculiarly ch osen for the immedia te mani:t'esta-
tion of the presence of the glory of God in Jesus. Jesus 
implied this in his denunciation of the city (Mt. 11. 23) . 
But the question comes again: Did t he f act t hat Jesus 
pr eached in Galilee in Via liaris per suade Matthew that Je-
sus was t he Messiah? 
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f. The healing. 8.17 In 8.1? liatthew links 
the ministry of Jesus with the Suff ering Servant of Deu-
t ero Isaiah. He says t hat Jesus' works of healing were 
done t ha t it might be fulfilled which was spoken through 
Isaiah t he prophet, saying , Hi mself took our inf irmiti es 
and bare our diseases, quoting fr6m Isa. 53.4. 
The 53d chap ter o:t' Isaiah is the peak of Old Tes ta.men t 
prophecy. However one may interpret the chapter, whomever 
one may conceive the speaker to be, one is constrained to 
say that Isaiah 53, with one or two passages from the Psalms, 
is t h e Old Testament's highest reach toward Hew Testament 
ideals . Y.le cannot read Isaiah 53 without thinking of Je-
sus. 1Ne feel t ha t in measuring Old Tes tarnent ideals by 
Je sus we must include Isaiah 53. Did I~tthew include it 
in t he righ t place and in t he right way ? Isa iah 53 is a 
de sc rip tion of vicarious bearing of suffering. In Mt. 
8.14-17 Jesus is not bearing suf fe r ing. He is removing 
suf fering. And after reading what .I\!Ia t thew has to tell us 
about Jesus we are inclined to think t hat Jesus did not 
remove suf fering because t here was a prophecy to be ful-
f' illed but because h e wa s a compassionate man and t·ollowed 
the comp ell i ng l aw of his na ture in relj.eving suff ering 
wherever he saw it. 
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In exchange f or being a he aler Jesus paid t he price 
of t he other things he migh t have been doing during his 
healing hours a nd his hou1·s of study and sel f -culture t hat 
!nade him a healer. To that extent Jesus was a vicarious 
suf fer er. A man of Jesus' compassionate nature surely 
suf fered in all the suff ering he saw. There a r e bits of 
evidence indicating that he suffered tremendous outputs of 
energy in t h e act of h ealing . Jesus in his healing min-
istry was a vicarious suf ferer. 
Yet the pic~ure of Jesus' healing was not t h e picture 
of the Suffering Servant of Isaiah 53. The Suf fering Ser-
vant of Isaiah 53 was enduring punisbment imposed fr om 
without, on account of the sins of others. Matthew may 
ha ve noted t he k insh i p between Jesus and the Suff er ing 
Servant and taken t hi s opportunity of indicat ing t he com-
parison. 
I f the Suf fering Servant was not a part of Jewish ~es­
sianic hope, the quotation from Isaiah 53 would not prove 
that J esus was Messiah bu t t hat he was a real ization of 
the Suf fer ing Servant ideal. That ideal is but imperf ectly 
dep icted in t h e healing of a number of sick f olk, for t he 
Jews had ha d many healers lMt. 12.27). 
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g. So n of God and Son 
of David. 
In 8.2 'J 1-liatthew rep orts 
that the Gadarene demoniacs 
hailed Jesus a s t he Son of God . Af ter Jesus had walked on 
t he water, he was welcomed into the boat a s t he Son of God 
(14.63). One of the taunts f lung at Jesus on t he c r oss 
was "If thou art the Son of God, come down from t h e cross." 
(27.40 ) . 'fhe people a greed (v. 43), 11 He sa id, I am t he Son 
of God . " A centurion who w~s a guard at the cruci f i x ion 
exclaimed, 11 Truly this was t h e Son of God. 11 (27.54). (Per-
hap s it s hould read "a son of God 11 ). The expre ssion vvill 
b e cons i de red here where we meet it f irst, a s J e s us me ets 
the Gadarenes. 
The title is derived from t h e second Psalm in which 
t h e Son is given universal dominion. Th is Son is God 1 s 
Anointed. Dal man thinks t h e title Son of God w&.s not ap -
plied to Jesus by his contemp oraries, and t hat t he title 
wa s not in common use to designate t he Le ssiah . 
It •N·ill be we ll to cons ider :.nere the other title 1·Ea t-
t h ew reports a s applied t o Jesus--Son o:f David , used in 
9.27; 12. 23; 15. 22 ; 20.30 ; 31; 21.9. Matth ew rep:r·e sents 
t hat the people knew Jesus a s Son of David . The belief 
t hat t he Christ wa s to be G. descendan t of David ha s b een 
expla i ned . Latthew, in beginn ing his Gospel, op ened t he 
g enealogy by re f erring to J esus a s son of David and son 
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of Abraham. I n t ha t case attention is drawn to t h e fact 
of .Jesu s• Davidic descent and might mean no more t han to 
identi fy him in his family connection as Luke identi f ied 
Zacharia s. When Jesus is addressed " Son of Davi d ," the 
cas e is di f ferent. 'l'he Messiani c f orce of Son of David is 
stronger tha.n tha t of Son of God. Son of David as a title 
of t h e .r;~essiah is f ound f irs t in Ps. Sol. 17. 2 3. Thereaf ter 
i n Jewish literature the title is frequent as a title of 
the .E.essiah . When Matth ew represents t h e people a s ca ll-
i ng up on Je sus a s Son of' David, he means tha t t hey are a p -
p ealing t o t he 1~e ssiah. 
h. The embassy from John . 
11. 2 -3. 
\ e pass agai n to 
Mat t hew• s narr·a ti ve. 
A side-light is t hrown on Matthew· s t h ought conce r n -
i ng t he llessiahsh i p of Jesus in his inclusion of the story 
o f t he embassy f rom J ohn the ..ba .t, tist. 1.:atthew ha s given 
the story of t he early li f e of Jesus a s a f ulf ilmen t oi 
Old Tes tamen t _(Jrophecies. John was a kinsman of Jesus and 
doubtless knew most of t he details which N~atthew describes. 
Yet t h ese details had no t convinced .John that .Jesus was 
t he me ::; s .i an. .tie sent questioners to Jesus. Matthew 11.2,3 
is a modifying commentary on chapter 3, in which the im-
pression is given, i f the f act is not distinctly stated, 
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tha t Jesus appeared as the quick materializing of John's 
words, 11 He that cometh after me,n and that John re cognize d 
h i U!. In Matthew's story, then, Jesus did not go t hrough 
life act i ng out a part in such a definite way that he was 
recognized as a mechanical fulfilment of Old Testament 
p ro phecy. Such thoughtful leaders and Scripture students 
as Joru1 questioned and doubted , yet in fascination hop ed. 
We wish v1e knew just why John thought Jesus might be the 
Iviessial1 and just why he thought Jesus might not be the 
Eessiah. 
i. The cha rge to silence. 
12.18-21. 
Matthew' s early 
quotations from the Old 
·resta.ment apply l argely to the ex terna l concli tions of Je-
sus' li f e . The quotation in 8.17 comes closer to being an 
interpreta tion of t he character of Jesus a s the r ealiza -
tion of t h e c ~·mracter ideal of the highest Old Testament 
t.hought. 
A quotation yet more of an interpreta tion of the inner 
chara cter of Jesus as contra sted with the external condi -
tions of his li f e or his ovm acts is t he quota tion of Isa. 
43.1 f f appearing in lit. 12.18-21. This is really a beauti-
ful de s cription - of the spirit of Jesus. The universalism 
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o f Jesus' interests, t he quiet tr emendous power o ~ his 
personality , t h e tole r ant helpfulness of his sp i r it, the 
swelling triurnphant note of his li fe were p recon ceived 
star tlingly by the servant singer of t h e Exi le. On Wt1a t 
does Matthew hang the p oem? On J esus' charge to t he p eo-
p l e t ha t t hey sh oul d not make him known. 
The char ge, g i v en probabl y f r om a pr a ctica l motive , 
t hat Jesus might concentrate on t he tea ching side of h is 
mi n istry (see Ivik. 1.36-38), re called to Matthew t he word s 
"nor cry aloud; neither shall any one hear h is voice i n 
t.c1e s t r eets. 11 But here it can hardly be maintained t hat 
1Jiat t hew i n troduced a mere verbal analogy. I f t here v1ere 
here only a verbal analogy intended, there woul d be on l y 
t h e one verse: "He shall not strive, nor cry aloud ; 
neither shall any one hear his voice in the streets. 11 
Will. t thew must surely have in tended to apply t he whole de-
scrip tion to Jesus. Bu t h e was so bound by wor ds and t heir 
sounds t hat he could not i ntroduce a quota tion until t h e 
right wor d turned up in his material on t he li f e of Jesus. 
The cha r g e to silence a llowed him to bring in h is one verse. 
He smuggled in a few ext rc;_ ver ses. We wonder ho'N ma.ny other 
wonderf ul premonitions of Jesus in t he Old Testament LLat-
t h ew knew whi ch he died without using becaus e t he ri ght 
Greek word did not turn up in the material he had on t h e 
lif e of Jesus. 
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Surely t he cha r g e of Jesus to the p eople t hat t i1ey 
should not make him known is no sufficien t basis f' or s ay ing 
t ha t Jesus was a ful 1 ilme n t of Isaiah 43.1 ff . Did Mat-
t hew believe t ha t Jesus was t h e Servan t f oretold by the 
Pr onhet of t he Exile becaus e J e sus asked t ha t publicity 
"" 
should not be given to h is a cts of h e a ling ? 
j. Parables. 13.35. In 1 3 .35 Matthew appears 
to assign the second verse of t h e 78th Psa l m to Isaiah . 
There is certa inly nothing in Psalm 78.2 t hat would sug-
gest a 1\iessiah. The re is nothing that i ndicate s t ha t t h e 
Psal mist was exp ecting a great teach er even. As M:atthew 
wrote dovm t hat Jesus taugh t in parables, he remembered 
that P s a lm verse in which occurred the word parables, so 
d own went the Psalm verse. 
k. Peter's c onyession. 16.13-20. The crisis 
of Jesus• ministry i n the Synoptic Gospels is Peter's dec-
laration of Jesus' Messiah s hip . Matthew does not g ive any 
r e f lection of the mental process t hat led up to Peter's 
excl ama ti on. I n Mark's account Pete r ' s words sound like 
an i mpul sive shou t g iven without forethought. In Matthew's 
a ccount they sound like a c a refully worded definition ar-
rived at a f ter pains tak ing r e search. Matthew adds to the 
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a ccoun t given by Mark and Luke some words of Jesus to Pe ter 
b-eginning "Ble s s ed art thou, Si mon Bar-Jonah ; f or fl e sh 
and blood ha th not reve~led it unto t hee, but my Fat h e r who 
is i n heaven." 
:M:a tthew makes t his addition wi t h t h e evident intention 
of i ndi c a ting more cer tainly t hat Jesus acquiesced in Pe-
t er's conclusi on and accepted t h e title. He pauses in an 
e f fort to make the event more i mpressive be f ore continuing 
the narra tive. The words he adds belittle his a ttempt to 
show Jesus as t h e exact f igure f oretold in t he Old Testa-
men t; fo r i f it was necessal'Y f or Peter, who had kept com-
pa ny so intimately with Jesus, to have a dir ect revela tion 
from heaven on t he subject, Jesus must not have corres pond-
ed very a ccura tely wi t .h the 1Ie ss ianic hope Peter knew. 
And a hope can exist only in minds. '"Nha tever kind of 
man first centur y Jews expected as Me ssiah defined the l:les-
siani c hope. Late f irst century wr iters could r eread the 
Old 1'estament and make it produce another hop e. That hope 
then belonged to t h e late f irst century. It was not t h e 
~essianic hope tha t Peter had . I f we a s k whether Jesus 
realized t he Messianic h ope of t h e J ews, we must mean, 
Did Jesus corresp ond to t he pi cture of t he Messiah t he Jews 
had be f ore they knew Jesus? We cannot mean , Did Jesus 
cor res1J ond to the picture of the Messiah Christian Jews 
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had after t hey had knovm Jesus? There is no suggestion in 
t he 16th chap ter of Matthew that Jesus' cha racter had s ud-
denly change d so a s to fit into Peter's p icture of t h e Mes-
siah. We are left with the necessity of b c=lieving t ha t 
Peter suddenly changed his hope to f it Jesus. 
It is evident t hat a s yet t he people in gene ral had 
not recognized their expected Ue ssiah in Jesus, f or he 
warned his disc i ples "tha t they should tell no man that he 
was the Christ." 
We inf er from Matth ew' s story t ha t Jesus thought that 
even yet Peter had not changed his hope so as to f it t he 
future Je sus saw f or himself . He f elt it necessary to be-
gin to s hare his f ears of the future with his clisciples and 
to prepare them to meet the future without too much shock. 
l. 1'he sui'fer ing :foretold. Is t here any sig-
ni f'i cance in t h e f act t hat wllereas Mark and Luke record 
11 t h e Son of man must suffer many things, 11 Matthew r eco r·ds 
only "he must suffe r many t hings," not int roducing the 
lEessianic title until v. 27 11 the Son of man shall come in 
g lory?" Perhaps t h ere is not. Perhaps Matthew never en -
tirely reconciled t h e suffering of Jesus with his Mes-
siahs h i p . Perhap s he always pre f erred to link the Mes-
sianic titl e s with t he second coming, which would be in 
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glory. Yet, later, in 17.22, Matthew reports Jesus a s 
saying tha t the Son of man will suffer. 
In all three of the Synoptic Gospels the transfigura -
g ion story follows i mmedia tely upon Jesus' first teaching 
of his future suff ering. A suffering Messiah was almost 
an i mpo ssible thought. It sounded to Jewish ears as "gla ss 
iron 11 or 11 the 34th day of the month" would sound to us. 
The transfiguration was a countera cting glorification and 
authentication of Jesus ' unique chara cter. 
Note the repe tition of the predictions of suffer ing. 
Matthew wants to make it clear t hat Jesus knew a ll abo ut 
it ahead of time and entered into it purposely. 
m. The entry into Jerusalem. 
21.1-11. 
In all of 1r'Ia t-
t hew's Gospel there 
is no better proof that Ma tthew was intent on making Je-
sus' life fit the Old 1'estarnent and the Old 'l'es ·tarnent fit 
Jesus• li f e than the story of t h e entry into Jerusalem on 
the first day of the last week oi' Jesus • life. Ivlark and 
/ 
Luk e r e cord that J·esus rode into Jerusalem on a 7TW) o s . 
/ 
McHeile (p. 294) says that 7Tw).os in classical Greek is the 
young of any animal, mostly of the horse, but that in bib-
lical Greek it is always the young of the a ss. l'flatthew 
I' 
s aw the word 7J"w). o s and i mmediately h is mind f lew to the 
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prophecy in Zechariah 9.9,10 that Zion's king should enter 
t h e city on an ass and on a colt the foal of an ass. Dis-
regarding the fact that Zechariah's k ing entered the city 
af ter a trii.unph and the fact tha t readers wou.ld occasiona l-
l y interpret the Gospel to mean that Jesus rode on both 
the ass and the colt, HJ:atthew wrote, "And straightway ye 
shall f ind an a ss tied, and a colt wi t h her: loose t hem , 
and bring them unto me .... Now this is come to pass, tha t 
it might be fulfilled which was sp oken through the Prophet, 
saying, 'l'ell ye the daughter of' Zion, Behold, thy King com-
eth unto thee, meek, and riding upon an a ss, and upon a 
colt the foal of an ass .... and (they) brough t the ass, and 
the colt, and put on them their garments; and he sat there-
on." How chagrined Matthew w~uld be if he knew that 
Zechariah's words had been cor l~e cted to read "upon an ass, 
~upon a colt the foal of an ass," and that, after a ll, 
the story of :M:ark and Luke now fits Zechariah better than 
does Ma tthew 21.2-7! 
In a ll three Synop tics the impression is given t hat 
Jesus rode into Jerusalem as the l!I:essiah ; but whereas 1viark 
and Luke give the impression through t h e cries oi' the 
people, Hatthevr wishes to give it in t he picture of t h e 
ass and the colt. 
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That the mob's cries were due to temporary excitement 
very likely to rise in a Jewish crowd when a lJrophet ap -
proa ched t h e capital with an enthusiastic following is 
evident. They hop ed he would prove to be the p opular hero 
who would use his p ower to lead t h em victoriously in a re-
bellion. \'!hen Jesus took no such step s as were exp ected 
o f him, the enthusiasm waned. The Jews h a d hopefully 
hailed severa l temp ora ry heroes and probably would hail 
many again. 
n. The trial. 26.63,68; 2?.22. Matthew 
rep resents t ha t the high priest considered Jesus a claimant 
of t h e Messianic title and that t h e Messianic claim was the 
b a sis of t h e tria l. Ta e high priest asks (26.63), "I 
adjure thee by t h e living G-od, that thou tell us wheth er 
thou art t h e Christ, the Son o f God." 
( I" c c I I 
" The j uxt apo sition of o jP J~ I o s and o Uio ::> was p rob -
ably not due to words attributed to Jesus. The high pr iest 
wa s understood by Matthew and Mark to be identifying lt:.es-
sia hship and divine Sonship. It is op en to question, how-
ever, whether t h is wa s done by Jews as e a rly a s the time 
of Jes us. (See Dalman, "The Words of Jesus, 2 68-2?3). 
Luke's c / l o ,\"p161-os may be more correct." 
1 . 
1JicNei1e ' s Commentary on l!Iatthew, p. 401. 
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ln verse 68 Mat thew a dds X r->' o-rr to bring t he scene 
i n to connection with t h e tria l. Matthew wishes his story 
to say that it is as Messiah that Jesus is told to prophesy. 
Again in 27.22, in telling of Pilate's attitude toward 
Jesus, Matthew includes the Messianic title. Pil~ te asks, 
"What then shall I do unto Jesus who is called Christ ?" 
Th e inf erence is that Jesus wa s connnonly knovm as the 
Christ. 
o . The death of J udas and the 
potter's field. 27.9,10. 
Matthew under-
takes to explain fhat 
the betrayal was a part of Old Testament prophecy. It did 
not de trac t from Jesus' 1v~essianic dignity. Even what hap -
p ened to Judas after t h e betrayal had been foretold. 
For explaining the end of J udas Matthew recites words 
f rom. Zechariah (11.12,13), though Matthew attributes t .hem 
to Jeremiah, evidently through a confusion arising from 
Jeremiah's purchase of a f ield (Jer. 32) and his teach ing 
ab ou t t h e p otter (Jer. 1 8 ). 
The orig i nal ZechariaJl lJassage presents difficul t ies. 
The Hebrew and LXX di f'f er. Mat t hew gives a loose render-
i ng of the Hebrew, evidently from memory. In the prophecy 
t h e g oo d sh epherd of Israel received as wages fro m the 
rulers of t he 11 eople a paltry sum--thirty p ieces of silver, 
101 
the ordinary price of a slave. He was bidden to cas t it to 
the pot ter (or perhaps into the treasury), so he cast it 
to the p otter in the house of' the Lord. Matthew's idea 
seems to be that Christ, the good shepherd, had been esti-
ma. ted at a pal try sum by the rulers of the p eople. This 
sum should be cast to the potter. So the chief priests 
did not IJUt the sum into t h e treasury, but gave it for a 
potter's f ield. 
In Matthew's story the good shepherd doee: not cast 
t he silver to the potter. In Zechariah there is no per-
sonal betrayer 0 1 the good shepherd. This appears to be 
another verbal analogy. 
2. Elements of Old Teste..ment Messianic 
prophecy in ]Kat thew's p icture of .Jesus. 
.Jesus of 
the li"'irs t Go s-
pel is identified by Matthew with the Davidic king. He 
is the Son of David; and though the home of his imLediate 
f amily is Nazareth of Galilee, .Jesus himself is born in 
Bethlehem, the old family seat oi' the house of David. 
But .Jesus is not the glorious conquering king that completes 
t h e J,:essianic conception of the Son of David. The nearest 
.Jesus approaches that idea is in entering .Jerusalem on an 
a ss who has a colt beside her. This is a link with the 
Old Testament idea of the King as a Prince of Peace. Yet 
102 
t he Old 'restament King is a Prince of Peace only a f ter con-
quest. Jesus had not made conquests. 
Jesus of the :B'irst Gospel is i dentified by Matthew 
with the Servant of Deutero Isaiah, who may or may not 
have been an element in the Messianic :propn ecy of t h e Old 
Testamen t. Matthew's identification is made on t he insuf -
f icien t grounds of Jesus' healing sick p eople and a sking 
them not to tell who the great healer is. 
A number of details connected with the outward cir-
cumstances of Jesus' life are r epre sented as 11 ful fi lling , 11 
t hat is, happening in a way described by, Old Testa..rr1ent 
prophecy. These deta ils are fastened to Old Testament hopes 
only by links of verbal likeness. 
3. Elements of Old Testa.ment Messianic 
proph ecy not in ::Matthew's pictur e of 
Jesus. 
1\U:a t t h ew 
does not 
represent 
tha t the great and terrible Day of Yahweh expected by Old 
Testament writers actually arrived during Jesus' lifetime. 
Jesus of ::Nazareth never sat on a throne judging nations. 
No f oreign king s knelt before him after he let·t his era-
dle. Jesus of t he First Gospel does not reign a s king 
after a. victory effected either by himself or by Yahweh. 
Jerusa lem. is not the head of a new kingdom either Jewish 
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or universal. Foreign nations do not f low into Jerusalem. 
On t h e contrary Jesus sends his disciples out to all na-
tions. Iv1a t thew describes no miraculous transformation of 
nature. The nature of wild animals rema ins wild. The 
soil yields a living only to hard work. 
Jesus does not appear in the First Gospel a s Messiah 
in a final sense, f or he is expected to come a second time. 
Matthew }Jrojects again into the future the hope of a Mes-
siah who shall have universal, eternal r·eign. 
But now fo r the first time in t he history of the Mes-
sian i c hope one particular man is expected to return. 
Matthew does not have a hope of the coming of a Christ. 
He ho iJ es f or t h e r e turn of Jesus t h e Christ, not a second 
David or a second Zerubbabel, not a son of Jesus as men 
had hoped for a son of David, but Jesus. Matthew could 
not believe that Jesus' ]J'fessianic mission wa s over. Such 
apocalyptic hopes as filled the book of Enoch filled the 
mind of hiatthew. The Messiah must come on the clouds in 
glo r y, suddenly, catastrophically, to judge t h e earth. 
Jesus had not come t ha t way. Matthew wa s sure t hat he 
·would come that way. He was sure Jesus would come t hat 
way because he was sure tha t Jesus was t h e IV:essiah. Since 
J esus had not come as Katthew had expected the Messiah to 
come, why was I{atthew sure that Jesus was the Messial1.? 
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4. The task li~a tthe\v undertook to 
perform. 
Mat thew, h i rEs elf 
convinced that Jesus 
was the Messiah for whom his people had been hoping and 
waiting during the centur ies, was faced with the fact that 
most of his f ellow countrymen had been indi fferent to Je-
sus or had looked upon him as an imrJ ostor or a :fanatic or 
a pol i tical agitator, certainly a failure at whatever it 
was he hacl though t he was attemiJting to do. Matthew was 
insp ired by a passion to arouse his indifferent :fellow 
countrymen .to an enthusiasm for Jesus and to win his has tile 
fellow countrymen to surrender to Jesus. Ivla tthew we.s in-
spired by a pa ssion to plant the ideals of Jesus in every 
Jewish hea.rt. One way his passion worked out was through 
a book. Tha t book, written a s Jesus propaganda, had to 
contain more than the bare facts of the life of Jesus. 
l~~any indifferent and hostile Jews knew the bare facts of 
Jesus' life. 1;~atthew's book must convince the vmrld t ha t 
those bare f acts were the plan of God for t .ne 1~essiah and 
that they were a pattern which God would have all men fol-
low in making their own lives. The authority of Matthew's 
generation was Holy Writ. Matthew's use of Old Testament 
was a methodology and a very successful lllethodology it was. 
We are inclined to criticize Katthew's interpreta-
tions of Old Testament prophecy, yet we do not turn mvay 
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f rom the Gospel of :MattheVl . Through nineteen centuries, 
Ma tthew's Gospel has been arousing men to enthusiasm f or 
J esus and winn ing men to surrender to Jesus. 
Why d id Ma t t hew believe that Jesus wa s the Messiah ? 
, 
What i n his Gospel did h e expect to p er suade his readers . ...-
t hat Jesus was t he Messiah ? ·why clid readers of :Matthew1 s 
Gospel believe that Jesus wa s t h e ~essiah? 
106 
C. THE ATTITUDE OJ!' J ESUS I U HDGARD 
TO HIS IWESS IAHSHI P 
C. THE ATTITUDE OF JESUS I N HEGARD 
TO HIS 1illSSIAHSHIP 
1. A coNparison of Jesus' use of Matthew quoted 
the Old Testament with Ma tthew's 
use of the Old Testament. the Old 'Testament 
chie f ly to · show that 
something had happened which an Old Testament writer had 
said was going to happen. Jesus quoted the Old Testament 
chiefly to enforce ethical tea ching. Jesus quoted the Old 
TestariJ.ent with the purpose of assigning to it predictive 
f orce very rarely. 
The connection between t h e Old Testament vers e and 
.fulatthew·s occasion is usually verbal. There may be aver-
bal connection when Jesus quotes, but the real connection 
is a connection oi · meaning . I f the meaning of the Old 
Testament verse were put into other words, it would serve 
just as wel l for Jesus. If the meaning of the Old Testa-
ment verse wer e pu t into oth er words, most of ~atthew's 
meaning would disappear. His quotation would be as misap -
plied as t h e man's "Hevertheless I fell" repeated f or "Not-
with standing I fell ." 
Matthew's selections of Old Testament material are 
of necessity trivial and inconsequential, since they are 
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so l a r gely guided by associa tions of sound. Jesus' selec -
ti ons are f rom t h e gems. When Ji,.atth ew quoted f rom Hosea, 
hi s selection was "Out of Egypt did 1 c all my son. " Vih en 
J es us quoted from Hosea, his selection was " I desire mercy 
a nd not sacri f ice. " 
"I t cannot be s a id that t h e early Christians in general 
or t h e f irst Evangelist in particular, were very success-
f ul in t heir use of t he Old Testament. They rare l y rise 
above surprising us by their verbal ingenuity. All the 
more r emar kable is it to notice t hat the only re f erences 
to t he Old Testament in t he Gosp els which ha ve any real 
va lidity f or us to-day a re those wh ich are ascribed to our 
J.ord Hi msel f . We know from Iilark t hat 'Love God and love 
y our neighbor• was what He regarded a s t h e s um of t he mean-
i ng of the Old Testament, a nd Matth ew repeats the story , 
wi th t he chara cteristic idiom t ha t on t h es e commandments 
hang t he whole Law and t he Frophets a lso. But beside s 
t h i s , katthew t wice (9 .13 and 12. 7 ) makes our Lo r d quote 
fr om Ho s ea 'I desire mercy and not sacrifice. ' Th i s verse 
( Hos . 6 . 6) is one o'f t h ose flas hes of s p iritual ins i gh t 
whi ch light u p h ere and ther e t h e tortuo!jls and de spondent 
ut t erances of the most obscure of all t h e Hebrew prophets. 
To bring it out from its ob s curity shows not only a kn ow-
ledg e of t h e letter of t h e Ol d Testament, bu t a lso a rea l 
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appreciation of the genius of Hebrew religion. The Evan-
gelist in his own person alleges Hosea 's word 'Out of Egypt 
have I called my son' as being fulfilled by the flight into 
Egypt . Now, we cannot prove by critical analysis that t h e 
Evangelist found the quotation 'I desire mercy and not 
sacri f ice' in his source as being quoted by Jesus; but is 
it not hard to believe that these two quotations represent 
t he same person's study of Hosea? .... The fact remains, t ha t 
the quotations made by Jesus, show a very di ff erent degree 
of literary tact from those made by Hi s followers." 1 
Matthew seems bound and cramp ed by dependence on words 
a nd a ctual situa tions. He is afr a id of anything new. Je-
sus ' mind moves f reely and crea tively over t he whole fieiB.d 
of Old Testament thought. There is no verbal link between 
eating with publicans and sinners or p lucking corn on the 
sabbath and a desire for mercy instead of sacrifice. 'l'here 
is no verbal link connecting eating with unwa shen h<.:.nds 
and h onoring wi th lips while hearts are far away , but Je-
s us bound the t hough t s together with logical and ethical 
links. (Mt. 15.1-9; 9.10-13; 12.1-8). 
Matthew mean t by fulfilling an Old Testament text 
doing something exactly a s such a p rocess was described in 
the tex t. Jesus meant by fu l f illing an Old Testament text 
carry i ng out an Old Testamen t idea to its highest, deepest, 
broadest, most Godlike meaning. Sometimes this meant a 
1 Burk itt, 1!' . C. , 11 'rhe Gos . Hist. and Its Transmi s si on, 11 202 f . 
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very different wording from that of the Old Testament. 
r urning the other cheek sounds very di ff erent from eye f or 
eye and tooth f or tooth , yet Jesus said one was the ful-
f ih1en t of t he other. Identi f ication of' divorce wi t.h adul-
tery does n ot sound like giving a writing af divorcement, 
but Jesus said t he one was the fulfilment of the other. 
2. Jesu s' own a ttitude 
towar d his mission. 
If Jesus thought his 
a. His mission as 
ful f ilment. 
li f e was a fulfilment of t he 
Old Testament, we may as smne 
t hat h is idea of f ulfilment here was simila r to h is idea 
of fulf ilment elsewhere. It meant a ca rryi ng ou t of an 
Old Testrunent idea to its highest , deepest, broadest, most 
Godlike interpr e t a tion. His problem was not to connect 
words but to discover wha t sort of living was God. like. 
Jesus ' conception of his mission as fulfilment was shap ed 
by Jesus' knowledge and concep tion of God. 
b. His mission related to 
tra ditional forms of the 
Messian ic hope. 
J esus himsel f never 
cla i med obedience as 
the Heir of David's 
line. Vlhen he r ef erred to himself i n Old Testament terms, 
he did not use the title Son of David. He app eared to 
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belittle the idea of Davidic de scent when he a sked, "If 
David then calleth him Lord, how is .He his son'?" 
Jesus ref erred to hin self as the Son oi' man. This 
was a title without such clear Me ssianic significanc ~ a s 
Son of David and had no long history of associati ons be-
hind it. Stanton assumes t ha t t h e title was not used by 
t h e Jews to designate t h e Tfl:essiah. In Jopn 12.34 t h e Jews 
-(;e re puzzled by the designation. Th e fact that Jesus re-
f erred to himsel f all through his ministry a s t h e "Son of 
man " but did not wish to declare his Messiahsh i p suggests 
t hat Jesus though t the title did not have definite J.!Les-
sianic significance. It might be used Eessianically and 
ha d be en so used to a limited extent. It was a good title 
to adop t if Jesus wished to hint at his Messiahship and 
leave the way open to be lie f in h i m as Mes s iah without 
op enly stating his Messiahship . "Son of man" allied Jesus 
wi th humanity . Yet Jesus finally described the Son of man 
as coming in the clouds in glory. 
A comparison of Matthew 25 .31 f f wit.h 1 Enoch 62 shows 
h ow· Jesus' mind delighted to play over the apocalyp tic 
ho pes of his p eople. The p icture Jesus g ives of the Gre a t 
Judgment f ollows the p icture of the Gre ::.t t Judgment given 
in 1 ~noch 62 . The Son of man sits on the throne of his 
glory and judges all the nations gathered be f ore him. 
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There is absolute and ~ inal separation of the righteous 
from the wicked. The judgment is based on the way men 
ha ve treated God's children, though in Enoch the doom seems 
to be lJronou.nced upon those who have oppressed God's chil-
dren as a nation and in :Matthew 25 the doom is pronounced 
because men have failed to do t he kindnesses t h ey should 
have done to God's individual children. 
But this apoca lyp tic thought of Jesus was a projection 
into the future. Historically Jesus assumed no such char-
acter as the universal judge of 1 Enoch 62. Jesus described 
t h e Son of man, as represented by himself, as a homele~s 
wanderer, f or h is head not even a pillow much less a dia-
dem. The Enochic Son of man was a stay of the righteous, 
but the Son of man Jesus chose to be vras a seeker a f ter 
sinners and a servant of all, not expecting to be ministered 
unto but to minister and to g ive his li f e a ransom for many. 
Jesus allied himself with the suff' erer of Zechariah. 
He quotes, re f e r ring to himself, "I will smite the shepherd, 
and t he sh eep of the flock shall be scattered abroad" 
(26.31). 
Jesus allied himself with the Servant ideal. In 11. 
4-6, in his reply to John .rle describes his work in the 
terms of t h e work of the Servant of Deutero Isaiah. Strange 
to say, Matthew omits the reading f r om Deutero Isaiah in 
t h e synagogue at Nazareth . 
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c. The life progrrun Jesus adopted. 
wanted and expe cted men to "believe 11 in him. He did not 
state clearly wha t they were to believe about him. He 
wished men not to find an occasion of stwnbling in him. 
He did not state very clearly what he meant by not find-
ing an occasion of s tumbling in him. Evidently he wished 
men to adop t his program of living. He did not offer any 
external proofs of his authority to win men to 11 believe 11 
in him and "follow" him. But he expected to be f ollowed. 
As what sort of ' person did he expect to be followed? 
Jesus hop ed men would not find occasion of stumbling 
in him because wherever he went t h e blind received their 
sight, the lame walked, the lepers were cleansed, the deaf 
heard, the dead were raised up, and the poor had good tid-
ings preached to them. vVhen John asked about Jesus ' person, 
J esus pointed to his works. (11.4-6). 
Yet Jesus insisted that his miracles in themselves 
·.:r ere not pr oofs of anything about his person and in so in-
sisting he identified himself with the kingdom of God. The 
s p irit in which t he miracles were performed was the i mportanj 
thing . If Jesus' miracles were done in the s pirit of God, 
the kingdom of God had come among the Jews. (12.2?-28,39, 
41-42; 16.1-4). 
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Jesus expected a following because of the things he 
taught and the things he did. He assumed that his acts 
and teach ings were the things hoped f or by t he prophets 
of old. (13.17). 
Jesus invited men to " f ollow" him beca use, though 
they should lose li f e in his service, t h eir loss of life 
in ''following" him would mean f inding life. 
In lfatthew 20.28 Jesus teaches that the mission of the 
Son of man is to minister to men and to give his life a 
ransom for many. J·u.st how the giving of his life is to 
ransom men he does not explain. The emphasis in the con-
text i s on t he ministe1·ing. The ministering itself may 
serve to ransom men from undesirable ways of living. 
Jesus did not ally himself with the political ant i -
Roman faction. His comment on the :political situation wa s 
nRender to Caesar the things that are Caesar's." 
Jesus threw away his best claim to Messial1ship . After 
the Pharisees and Sadducees had questioned him, Jesus asked 
a question: "What think ye of the Christ'? Whose son is 
he?" He answered his own question: "How then doth David in 
the Sp irit call him Lord? .... Ii' David then calleth him 
Lord, how is he his son '? " These words sound like a daring 
· defiance of all their methods of interpretation. Davidic 
sonsh i p wa s the only o1·thodox plank in Jesus' platfor:u1 and 
he threw it away after the quibbling over Sc r iptural 
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interpretation in which he could so easily get the better 
of his opponents. Yet Jesus very clearly considered him-
self the rejected stone which was made head of the corner. 
He simply refused to rest his authority on such Scrip tural 
interpre tat ion as he heard about him fro m day to day. 
Jesus s a id t hat h e was p ouring out his blood for many 
unto remission of sins. ~his he conceived to be a chie f 
part o f his mission. He exp ected to return on clouds of 
g lory some day but in the immediate p resent he was g iving 
h is li f e blood. 
d. The nature of the kingdom 
Jesus taught. 
Jesus lJreached 
a kingdOlli which must 
be preceded by repentance (4.17); which would be accom-
p anied by removal of disease (10.7 f) ; in which the will 
of the Eather should be cl one (6.1 0 ; 7.21); in which child-
like qualities are dominant (18.1-6 ) ; in which mercy rather 
t han strictest justice rules (20.1-16); in which growth is 
slow, hidden, and irresistible (13, 25). There is no 
thought of Davidi c conquest. The new kingdom is spiritual. 
It is to be universal. 
e. Jesus' Messianic claims. Jesus claimed 
authority i n the kingdom of heaven (king dom of Gocl) which 
was the broader a s pect of the Messianic hope . In "that 
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day" it would be Jesus whom men would address as Lord in 
the h op e of entering the kingdom l7.21 f) . 
Jesus evidently some time during his mini stry laid 
claim to being king of the Jews. The soldiers and execu-
tioners at least thought he had made such a claim (27.11-42). 
The story of the bap tismal vision must have come fl am 
Jesus· lips. Whenever he told that story, he laid claim 
to being the ·¥1essianic Son. 11 My Son, t .ne Beloved 11 is a 
tec.hn ical term f or the Messiah. 
The story of t h e temptat ion experience must have come 
fr·om Jesus' lips . Whenever he told that story, he l a id 
cla i m to being the h essianic Son. The story is clearly a 
story of t emp tat ion as l 1.essiah. 
Matthew adds words to emphasize Jesus· acceptance of 
Peter's declaration that his master is Messiah . In none 
of the Gospels is Jesus represented as contradicting Pe-
ter. Jesus admitted hlessiahsh i p , at least, when Peter 
made hi s confess ion. 
l'he transfiguration was chie f ly Jesus' experience. 
\'That t .i1e di sciples got fl·om t he occa sion must have been 
mos tly r eflected f rom J esus. Ancl again Jesus r eceived t he 
assu1ance of be ing the Son the Beloved. 
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l!rom the standpoint of the Synoptic writers Jesus 
intentionally claimed Ii'iessiahship in riding into Jerusalem 
on an a ss' colt. 'rhe Synoptic writers are our only authori -
ties on t .i:le life of Jesus. •.Vha t was in Jesus' mind we can-
not know entirely. We do know that i f he rode the colt 
with ~essianic intent, he chose to identify his Kessiah-
ship with the peace king of Zechariah, not with any war-
rior k ing described by Hebrev1 prophets. Jesus may have 
ridden on t h e colt to f orestall a wrong impression 1 . . ,. 
""' 
Jerusalem. I f rwnors of his hlessiah ship were afloat, he 
would do well to g ive a hint immediately what kind o i" I~;:es-
s iah he chose to be. He chose to assurne the character of 
the Prince of Peace. His entry suggested no military en-
t er.Prise to reesta-blish the th.r.one of David. 
Jesus announced repeatedly that the Son of man was to 
come some day "in his kingdom;" was to sit on "the throne 
of his glory;" was to come a s the lightning shining fro m 
the east to the west; was to come on the "clouds of heaven 
with p ower and great glory; 11 was to con1e unexpectedly ; wc:.s 
to sit a t the right hand of power and come on the clouds 
of heaven. (16.27 f; 19.28; 24.27, 30 f, 37 f, 44; 25.31 ff; 
26.64). It seems necessary to admit that v,rhen Jesu s said 
"Son of man 11 he meant himself. These apocalyptic utter-
a.nces were certainly of t h e sarne sort as those of the 
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pro ph ets. They refer:r· ed to t h e Day of Yahweh, which t he 
prophets (and occasionally Jes us ) called "that day . 11 
These apocalyptic utterances were Iviessianic claims. 
3. Jesus' develop ing self -consciousness. Jesus opp osed 
mechan ical, literalistic interpret~tions of t he Old Testa -
ment and he r ei'used to a ccep t any p osition supported by 
ext ernal agreements with Old Testamen t prophe cy. On what 
.did Jesus base his Messianic claim and his claim to any 
authority? He could have rested onl y on h is mwn inner con -
viction. We have a clue to Jesus' thought about t he sig-
n ii' icance of t h e individual's subjective attitude and 
re sp on se i n his remar k s a f ter he had dismissed t he embas sy 
f rom J ohn the Ba p tist. (I.It . 11). Jesus i denti f ies John 
with t h e :i·:.iessenger o f Ivlal·achi 3.1 and t he l1~essenger has 
·prepared t h e way for t he Son of man, fo r i n t h e verses 
i mrned i a tely i"ollowi ng John and t he Son of man (clearly Je-
sus) are mentioned as a contrasted pair. Jesus r efer s to 
t h e acld i tiona l thought in Malach i · s p:r ophecy t hat Elijah 
sh oul d f irst come, and assures t he people that that part 
of the lJl' Ophecy has been fu l f illed u · t hey are vrilling to 
receive it. Jesus stands f or n o mechanical f ul f ilment of 
Ol d Te stament idea s, but freely declares tha t fulfilment of 
Old Testament pr ophecy depends on t he attitude of each 
i ndividual. 
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\Vha t was Jesus' inner experience t hat w..ade him willing 
to .i eceive t he fact that he vva s t he b:essiah? How d id t ha t 
i nner exp erience corue to him? How did it r emain with him? 
Di d it underg o change ? Wa s Messiahsh ip a carefully char t ed 
ma p to him f rom his birth to his de&th? Wnen h e vms six 
year s old , d id he know that h e was k e ssiah and yet that h e 
s hould live a li f e utterly unlik e t he li fe described as 
k essianic by h is pa r ents' neighbors? 
It is not possible to enter into t h e sel f -conscious-
ness of Jesus. We cannot h op e truly to i n t e r pret r,::a tthew' s 
s tory of J esus. We cannot be sure t hat Matthew truly in-
terpr eted t he s e l f -consciousnes s of Jesus. Our view is 
f rom t he ou tside. 
Jesus in his sel f -consciousness was identified witn 
human ity , but he also shows t ha t in r.1any re spects hi s self -
consciou sne ss vva s on a p lane at a grea t height above hu-
mani t y. He was truly a man. As Harna ck say s, t hat i mplies 
two t h i ngs . Jesus had a de f inite, that is, limited body 
and menta l d ispos ition; and t hat body a nd disposition were 
limite d by t he environment that limits human beings. 
Luke makes it clear that Jesus developed phy sically 
and mentally like other ch ildren. He increased i n wisdom 
and s t a. ture and favor with God and man . · 'f i th no ev i dence 
to t h e contrary , we supp ose t hat h is spiritual development 
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was along the same normal line of growth. His self-conscious-
ness was not static but unfolding. The f irst glim.J.; s e we 
get of t he unf old ing or Jesus' conscious li f e is a s he is 
in t he temple among the doctors both hearing t hem and ask-
i ng t h em questions. That his questions and his ansvrers 
wer e of a surpr ising keenness we gather f rom t h e doctors' 
astonishment, but that they were outside a possible realm 
of boy in t elligence we have no reason to suppose. At 
least, the doctors made no effort to keep him as instructor 
in the temple, and evidently nobody was surprised or out-
r aged because 1\Iary chided her son. A normal boy s ays sur -
prising things, and nobody would be more likely to be s ur -
prised at the workings of a boy 's mind than the learned 
men who spent a ll t heir time qui bbling over minutiae of 
legal obser vanc e s. That Jesus had a un ique r e lation to 
God i n his boyhood we do not doubt. But did he knovf it ? 
Certainly not until he was old enough to discover what 
kind of ne.la tion existed between other p eop le and God. 
Jesus' baptism marked a crisis in his career. Apparent-
l y J esus f irst came to i u.ll consciousness of hi.s I': essiah-
s h i p on t hat day. Only on such a supp osition can we a c-
count f or the enthusiasm and i n tensity with whic h Jesus 
evidently told t h e story . The form in which t 11e story has 
been prese r ved is suf ficient pr oof t hat the occa sion was 
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one of tremendous significance for Jesus. That signi f icance 
must have been Messianic. The story of the r ent heaven and 
t h e dove and the voice suggest that Jesus' consciousness 
was not static. Sure ly t he opening of heaven must have 
mean t to J·esus a new acquaintance with what is inside 
heaven. If Jesus· eonsciousness was static, h e could not 
h ave become aware of an opened heaven. A voice could not 
ha ve stirred his soul. 
Even after the vision at bap tism, Jesus· Jvi:essianic 
consciousness was not complete. Ti1e ''If t h ou art the son" 
of the tem1) ter suggests that Jesus may not have been sure 
in t h e beginning that the vision wa s Ji.Cessianic. In t h e 
exalta tion of t he moment of coming out o i ' t he wa ter it was 
:I:Eessianic. He could not question it. Bu t when calnmess 
r- eturned, d id he f eel t hat he must think the thing through 
and r a tionalize the exp erience bef ore he da red make li f e 
dec i sions on it as a basis? Even a ssure d of being t he 
Eessiah, there wa s the question to be faced of what kind 
o i' l..::essiah h e wa s to be and what kind of kingdom he was 
to f ound. That question was settled f ina lly in the wilde r -
ness. Jesus carne out of the wilderness with n ot one waver -
ing doubt on that question. He chose to starve to death 
in the wilderness rather than t o begin a career be f ore he 
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kne·w exa ctly what its motive was to be. Those f orty days 
mar k ed a tremendous stride f orward in Jesus' self-conscious-
ness. 
The decision Jesus reached in the wilderness was a 
decision about the character of God. The Me ssiah had al-
ways rep r e sented the presence and guidance of God. The 
]J~essianic hope had alwa ,y s be en shaped by the cur1·ent con-
cep tion of God. As soon as Jesus knew himself to be the 
1~essiall , he must determine what kind of Messiah h e was to 
be. The kind of k essia.h he would decide to be would be 
the k i nd of person he thought God to be. 
J e sus knew the apocalyptic hop es of his p eople. He 
always chose to refer to hil:"sel i' as the Son of man. The 
Son of man was a title from the apocalypses. Jesus evident-
ly was fascinated by the apocalypses. In the apocalyp ses 
t h e Iviessianic age was always brought about by sudden, 
mira culo-u. s, catastrophic action. The Messiah was always 
a cata strophic figure. The earth and heaven were seized 
CL nd t wisted and sla shed and rent. In a moment t h ere wa s 
no e a rth , no heaven. In an other moment there vm s a nevv 
earth, a new heaven, with a Son of man radiant on a t hrone 
of glory, ready to judge the nations. The t empta tion of 
Jesus raged about his apocalyptic aspirations. He gave 
them up becau se they ctid not fit in with his knowledge ~::mel 
concep tion of Go d. 
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As Je.sus' work p rogressed, we have no indication tl1at 
h e expe cted an early death. He had in his tempta tion ch osen 
a slow way to bring about his ideaJ_. His prea ch ing wa s to 
p repare p eop le f or a k ingd om which preswnably h e ex~ected 
to live to establish. Hi s call to h is e a rliest d iscip les 
wa s not a call to martyrdom. It wa s a call of y outh to 
you t h. 11 You don't want to sta,y here and fish f or minnies. 
Come along with rne and catch whoppers." He meant t h ose 
men to be associated with him in a long life of work; and 
h is send ing out of t h e t welve wa s a start i n a p lan to 
s p read his ideal by using those men. 
The :first disciples were not ca lled to h ards11ip. 
But a f ter a bit, Jesus began telling volunteers t hat to be 
with h i m would cost t h em something . i1iay we not suppose that 
h e had f ound out t ha t fact by seeing t h at it h a d cost his 
f irst f riends someth ing? At least, there . s eems to be a 
gr owt h of experience here. This hard ship is jus t uncer-
t a in fo od and lodg ing , separation from families and f riends 
and soci a l enjoyments, and enduring scorn f rom t h e reli -
gious ar istoc~acy. 
Then John is beh eaded. That gives Jesus pause. There 
is very evident changing oi' lJ lan a nd method a f ter that. 
When Jesus lea ves Galilee, t h er e is a r eason. 'l'he au thori-
tie s are af ter him. He is stru c k with the thought t hat 
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John· s fate may be his. Ai·ter t he op en break with the re-
lig ious :powers there is a complete change of preaching theme 
and mode of living , which can be a ccounted for only by 
supposing that new elements had entered into Jesus ' calcu-
lations. 
Jesus f led the country f or a breathing space in whi ch 
to reshape his p lans. The question of his disciples shortly 
afterwa rds discloses t h e nature oi' h is :planning . He t hought . 
t ha t ~ possible way of :preserving his ideal in case of h is 
own dea th was through his disci lJles--i f' t h e:/ had caught 
enough of his s p irit to go through with it. Had t hey? He 
asked t h em to ~ ind out. Peter answered. Now it was tha t 
he pr e sented to t h em the :possibility of death as a condi -
tion of disciplesh i p . 
The transfiguration experience is t he high light oi' 
Jesl;_s · developing sel f -consciousnes s immediately f ollowing. 
:E'aced wi t.h the possib ility of losing hi s li f e, he went 
apart to :pray and to gain wisdom that h e might lmo~;v how to 
pre serv e his ideal. Jesus wa s in h is own mind the Son of 
man , t h e E.essiah who sh ould at last be enthroned in glory 
by t h e Lord of Spirits. Hirst 0 1 all, h e had to be ful ly 
p er suaded t hat a .h'i.essiah might die and yet be the hlessiah. 
A hint of this seeking for assurance that rejection by men 
was not destruction of :power to serve and to revea~ ~ou 
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is in his words "Elijah has come, and they knew him not and 
have done to h im whatsoever they vvould. " 
After the transfiguration experience Jesus faced the 
thought of de~th serenely , his only thought being to pre -
pare his disciples for the event. He was prepared for the 
t hought that a man might be executed and yet be God's Mes-
siah. When did the thought o:t' a dy ing E:essiah first come 
to Jesus? We do not know , but c annot believe it vras with 
him at the opening of his ministry. vV11.en Jesus left the 
wilderness, he was reacly to lay do1;rn his life for the king-
dom, but h e would not have said it in that way . His thought 
was that the kingdom of God wa s absolutely first in his 
life. The prqctical consequence of that decision was , of 
course, that everything else, even life itsel f , came a f ter. 
Yet even ,,vhen facing the almost certain possibility of 
death with serenity , Jesus hoped to avoid it or delay it. 
His yearning over Jerusalem reveals a hope that he might 
yet do something for the city. His prayer in Gethsemane 
was a pas sionate prayer for life. Not life in heaven, but 
li fe on earth: Jesus as a man wanted to live and l' ound 
himself' unable to say, "I am going to die soon," a s other 
men find it i mp ossible to believe that some p ower will not 
intervene to save life. Jesus' mind was still filled with 
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a p ocalyptic hopes when he stood trial. Up to t h e last bit-
ter cry on the cross Jesus must have hop ed that some order 
of p ardon or some lightning stroke from the sky would re-
lease him to go back to the hills and fields of Galilee. 
He could not s a ve himself. He had said in the wilderness 
t hat h e would never use any power to help hims e lf out. 
That wa s a simlJle promise and the simple fadt was t hat h e 
must k e ep it . 
But no deliverance came and Jesus died on the cross. 
I wonder how Jesus, as a man, thought about his li f e and 
h is de a th at the moment wh en he came the nearest to be-
lieving that this wa s rea lly his last a g ony, t h at there was 
to be no rescue? 
Jesus made no claims 4. A comparison of lU:atthew's 
~ essianic figure with Jesus' 
thought of himself. on t h e grounds of his 
Davidic descent. Je-
sus identified himself with the Servant i d eal but on bro a d-
er grounds than did l!ta tthew. Jesus saw few deta ils of 
p ro phecy fulfilled in his life. 
5. A comparison of the Old Testa ment 
Messianic hope with Jesus' thought of 
himself. 
Jesus did 
not rep resent 
h imself as a military leader. He did indicate t hat he 
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woul d s ome day a ssurne t he character of' t h e righteous j ndge. 
He did assume t he char ac ter of t he Servant, a questi onable 
Me ss ianic designation. And he did a ssume t he char a cter of 
t he Son of man , but t he Son of man under the creative 
touch of Jesus turne d out to be a very diff erent f i gure 
f rom t he Son of man of t he ap ocalyps es. 
The k ingdom J esus s a id he h o.d come to f ound had none 
of t h e ma teria l a s pects of the kingdom of Old Testament 
ho pes. Jesus t aught t ha t Jerusalem should be not t ne cen-
t er of a new k ingdom to which g i f ts s hould be bro u.g:nt bu t 
the center of a new kingdom f .L om which g ifts should g o to 
a ll na tions . The nations were to be won by spiritua l 
force s into a sp iritual kingdom whi ch was wi t h in men. 
The relig ious leaders of old had translated t i1eir 
concep tion of God into 1Jiessianic hopes. Jesus also trans-
l a ted h is concep tion of God into a Messianic hope. 
6. The uni queness of Jesus' 
c oncep tion of himself. 
J esus ' self -cons cious -
ness was an unfolding 
exper i ence, but it was a consciousness di f ferent f rom the 
sel f·-consciousness of any oth er man that ever lived. Je-
sus assumed that he was immea surably nea rer God than any 
other man. He said t ha t he "vas David 's lord (22. 43 f) , 
tha t he was lord of the sabbath (12.8), t ha t p eople who 
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did kindnesses in his name would receive a reward (10. 
40-42, c f . JiJ' c 9.41); that those wh o were persecuted f or 
h is sake would be blest (5.11); t hat he would be in the 
mi ds t of believers gathered in his nrune (18.20); that all 
authority was g iven to him (28.18); that those who con-
fessed him on earth would he confess before the ]'ather's 
t hrone (10.32). Jesu s showed no consciousness of sin. 
Jesus considered h i mself the son of God in a sense utterly 
d i ff erent f rom t h e way in which other men are sons o:t· God, 
h e s aid t hat no one knows God ex cep t himself and t hose to 
whom h e reveals God (11.27). He assumed that h e could 
reveal the heart of God. 
Jes ~s never said , Thus s a ith the Lord; h e sp oke on 
his own authority. He never bas ed his experience or hi s 
s p iritual a ut hority on his bap tismal vision or on any oth er 
vis i on as Paul based his experience and authority on his 
Damas cus road vision. Jesus based his auth ori t,y on noth-
i ng . He was himself. 
The uni que t h i ng about Jesus' life was that he com-
bined suff ering and glori f ica tion. The very sel f -sacri fi ce 
a nd suffering of Jesus, that is his glorification. 
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III. CONCLUSION 
A. WHY 1v~~TTHEW BELIEVED THAT JESUS W'AS THE MESSIAH 
h. . WHY J,~TTHEW BELIEVED THAT JESUS WAS THE :MESSIAH 
Such a mind as is reflected in the Gospel of Matthew 
could not have been convinced that Jesus was the Kessiah by 
the artificial form of proof presented in Matthew's Gospel. 
l"v'ta t thevJ must have been won to Jesus by the teachings which 
are the chief and most important content of :Matthew 's Gospel. 
It was said at the opening of this paper tha t from the as-
pect of the Messiahship of Jesus, the First Gospel is the 
Gospel of Fulfilment, that matthew built up his Gospel on 
the proposition that Jesus was the fulfilment of Old Testa-
ment prophecy. That is true. A larger truth seems to be 
that f rom the aspect of the Messiahship of Jesus the First 
Gospel is the Gospel of the Teachings, that M:atthew built up 
his Gospel on t he proposition that Jesus was t he Tea cher 
through whom God spoke, fulfilling, that is, completing, His 
previous partial revelations to men. Matthew, against his 
training, against what he thought was his conception of 
fulfilment, accepted Jesus' definition of fulfilment. 
Matthew, with others, hea rd Jesus gladly. Jesus taught 
men his conception of the character or God. Matthew;s con-
ceiJtion of the character of God slov1ly underwent change. 
The Messianic hope had always been determined by the current 
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concep tion of God. As Matthew looked at Jesu s i n t he light 
of his new knowledge of God, it wa s inevitabl e that he should 
see i n Jesus t he ~•i:essiah, the idea of whom ha d always emb od ied 
t h e i dea of t he pr e sence and guidance of God. 
The old forms of thought held sway over Matthew's mind. 
He could explain J e sus only a s t h e divine deliverer f or whom 
h is people had been waiting. But when h e exp l a ined Jesus by 
presenting him in a book a s Messiah, he had to re shap e t he 
Messianic hope , reshape it f or h is own satis f action and f or 
the p eople who would read his book. 
Did Ma tthew expect his quotations to convince p eople , 
or did he expect the life he told about to convince p eople ? 
He may ha ve expected people to a ccep t Jesus as t he l .,essiah 
beca use he s howed t hat t here were p oints of contact between 
h is li f e and the Old Testament h opes, but he exp ected to wi n 
t hem to J e sus by telling them about how Jesus lived and tho ugh t 
and t a lked . He was really ask ing the Jews to a ccep t a new 
Mes sianic hope based on the char a cter of God that J"esus taught. 
Strangely , i n sp ite of h is a ppeals to t h e old writings, 1Jia t-
t hew d id not want to convince his readers that Jesus wa s t h e 
llessiah of t heir old hopes. Matthew exercised all his in-
genuity to prove~ t h e Old Testament Scrip tures that Jesus, 
not t he Old Testmnent Kessiah, was Messiah! 
It is Ma t t hew himself who g ives us the correc t ion we f eel 
Iv:atthew's Gospel needs. 
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B. WAS JESUS THE IWESSIAH? 
Jesus was not the Messiah his contemporaries were look-
ing for, for most of them did not think he was any l:iessiah 
at a ll and t he ones who did think he was Messiah expected him 
to come a second time in a character more i n keeping with 
their ancient hopes and not very much in keeping with the 
life of Jesus. 
Jesus did not establish a kingdom and complete it on 
earth a s the Jews had expected the Messiah to establish and 
complete a kingdom. 
Bu t Jesus was God's Anointed. 'I'he Messianic hope had 
represented the best that God had for men. God would give to 
men His immedia te presence and all else that men could need 
f rom God, all else that God in His goodness wished to give to 
men. :ach prophet, believing in the goodness of God and be-
lieving that He had a high purpose for His people, painted a 
picture of the future that seemed to him to be the necessary 
resul t of God:s goodness and high purpose, as he knew God. 
"At every crisis, prophets appear, tea ching the people why it 
is that God is so trying and chastising them; and then, by 
opening up views of the future, they animate the people with 
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such thoughts as enable them to face and pass through the 
crisis, still retaining faith in Jehovah." Whatever the de -
t a ils of the hop e might be , the hope itself resolved itself 
i n to the exf)ectation tha t God would :presently reveal Himself 
to His pe ople. Sorr,etimes it seemed that the revelCJ. tion of 
God must me e:,n victorious war with enemies, sometimes it seemed 
that it must mean pea ce, sometimes it seemed that it must 
mean blooming gardens, sometimes it seemed that it must mean 
a chance to suffer for a. high cause. 
As other men had been dominated in their Messianic 
thinking by their knowledge and conception of God, so Jesus 
also was dominated by his thought of the chara cter of· God. 
And Jesus live~ out his thought. 
The .h'~essiah represented God in the world. Would Jesus 
have represented God in the world without Hebrew prophecy ? 
What would God have mec:mt without HebreYi prophecy, and wha t 
·would Hebrew prophecy have been vri thout the lviessianic ho p e? 
'i'fould we mean to say that Jesus would have been recognized 
as the true representative oi' Jupiter ? Of Osiris? Of Venus 
Aphrodite ? Of Dionysus? Of Baal? Of Chemosh? Of Eoloch? 
Soi•:. e of them n o longer had worshippers who co iJ. ld r e cognize 
even t heir names. If we believe that God is and that God is 
good, we must believe tha t God revea led Himself to the He-
brews or wa s found by the Hebrews in a peculia r way. 
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Hebrew prophecy was, in spite of its va ried f orms and 
eli ver s e hopes, an organic unit. Hebrew prophecy 'Tva s one 
great "sigh for Christ." But Jesus was better t han all t he 
v i sions and dreams of seers ru1d p rophets. ~ach prophet had 
hop ed f or the highest revela tion of God tha t he could t h i nk. 
If the p rophets could have lived again in the f irst century, 
t h ey would have s a id., "That is the one vve were trying to 
d. es cribe. 11 
As the Messianic hope had changed and develop ed during 
t he old disp ensa tion, so it changed again. The Old Testament 
d i d not g ive a clea r p icture changeless f rom beg inning to en d . 
The h ope Yra s not sta tic. A..'Tios reshape d the idea of t h e Day 
of Yahv1eh viTi thout destroying t h e idea. His idea inf luen ced 
t he f uture. Sor!le p eople did not a ccep t Amos ' idea l, some 
did not accep t Jesus' ideal. ~ach proph et had his g odly n u-
cleus -- t h e ri ghteous remnant--who f ollowed his lea ding in 
pur sui ng the Messianic hope . Renmant f ollowed remnant. Each 
remn ant designated itsel f a s the godly n ucleus. The on es 
·who f ollowed the line laid ou t by Jesus became a n ew rem-
nant, or nucleus. 
Jesus brought the l1ilessianic hop e into harmony with his 
knowledg e of t he chara cter or God. Then Jesus lived his 
h op e. And he made his living a pattern which he sa id was 
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God's hope for t he manner of life of every man. 
Since Jesus' change of the Messianic hope was from 
Jewi s h cha racter to the character of God, so, just as A.rnos 1 
Day wC?..s not the Day of the Jews but t h e Day of Yahweh , Jesus 
was not the Messiah of the Jews but the Messiah of God. 
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STTh1MARY 
SUNiJVIARY 
Ma tthew wrote h is Gospel with the purpose of showing 
t ha t Je sus and all the deta ils o f his life were ful f ilme n ts 
of Old Te stament p rophe cy . Me ssia ni c p rophecy wa s mad e up 
of many elements which changed from ag e to age, particu larly 
as influenced by changing concep tions o f the character of 
God . Mat t h e·w quoted t h e Old Tes t ament arti f icially and 
woo denly in an attemp t to s how that Jesus wa s a mechanica lly 
lite r a l fulfi l men t o f p rophecy. He wa s able to iden ti fy Jes~s 
with only a s mall part of the Old Testament hope. J e sus him-
s el f d isregarded the mechan ically :predictive element in Old 
Te stamen t p ropl1ecy. He made ldessianic claims but did n ot 
bas e h is claim on litera l similarity between the circums t a nce s 
o f his li f e and Old Testament tex~ .. s. Jesus' conscio usness o f 
the character and signi f icance of h i s Messia h s h i p wa s a develop -
ing p rocess. Jesus thought of' himself as a chai'a cter alto-
gether unique in t h e history of the world. Matthew believed 
that Jesus wa s the liii:essiah because of tha t unique element i n 
Jesus, especially as manifested in Jesus' teaching . The p ic-
ture that Matthew g ives of Jesus corrects some of Matthew's 
editorj_aJ. cormnents on Jesus. His use o f the Old Te stament 
vvas a methodology. 
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Jesus reshaped the 1Vl.essianic hope in the light of his 
own knowledge and conception of the character of God and 
lived the reinterpreted ideal. He was not the Messiah of 
the Jews but the Messiah of God. 
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